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LONDON, MARCH 9, 1867. 
—_—p——_ 

’ A DEPUTATION from the Incorporated Law Society, 
eonsisting of the President (Mr. Bell), Mr. Williams, Mr. 
Clabon, Mr. Burton, Mr. Gregory, and the secretary, had 
an interview with the Right Hon. Sir Stafford Northcote, 
at the office of the Board of Trade, on the Ist inst., on 
the subject of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, 
4nd the Railways Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845. The 
gbject of the deputation was to obtain some legislative 
alteration of the well-known 85th section of the former 
Act, under which a company can enter upon land 
before the amount of purchase-money is fixed; and some 
modification of the clauses relating to compensation in 
the latter Act. 

' In their memorial the Law Society urge that these 
stringent provisions were only intended for cases of 
great emergency, but that “it has been found in 
practice that the provisions of the last-mentioned 
section have been frequently taken advantage of by pro- 
moters for the purpose of getting immediate possession 
of land without notice to the owner or claimant, where, 
in fact, no case of urgency or necessity existed; that the 
surveyor appointed to determine the value of the land 
is in all cases selected by the promoters and approved as 
amatter of course by the justices; that the valuation 
made by the surveyor being based exclusively on the 
gonsideration of the extent of land proposed to be taken, 
apart from all questions cf consequential damage, the 
gum secured has in almost every instance fallen far short 
ofthe amount found payable ata later stage of the pro- 
geedings (irrespective of the costs and expenses, for 
which no security is provided), and that, as a result of 
the present unsatisfactory state of the law, owners, les- 
gees, and occupiers have been often needlessly ejected 
from their holdings without any warning, and have in 
several instances, by reason of the subsequent insolvency 
of the promoters or the companies formed by them, been 
‘unable to obtain payment of a large proportion of the 
compensation to which they were legally entitled; and 
that the aforesaid proceedings of the promoters are not 
only adopted in cases where no justification can be 
furnished for so summary an interference with the rights 
of property, but promoters are enabled, by meang of the 
provisions of the Act, to acquire lands to a far greater 
extent than could be requisite for the purposes of their 
works,” 

The deputation accordingly asked for an inquiry into 
the practical working of these clauses, and Sir Stafford 
Northcote promised to look into the matter. As, how- 
ever, that gentleman is about to change his office, the 
Law Society, if they really desire a change of the law, 
and a restriction of the arbitrary powers of railway 
companies in this respect, would do well to take an 
early opportunity of bringing the question to the notice 
of his successor. 











A SHORT suMMARY of Mr. Goldney’s bill to simplify 
and lessen the exponse of the execution of deeds by 
married women, and to amend the law as regards the 
effect of deeds executed under power of attorney, will be 





found in another column. Its provisions deserve the 
special attention of the profession, and more particu- 
larly the 9th clause relating to deeds executed under 
power of attorney. 


NOTWITHSTANDING THE expressed disapprobation of 
the Lords Justices, the chief clerk nuisance is advancing 
with rapid strides, and bids fair to provoke legislative in- 
terference. Unfortunately, however, for the chance of 
vigorous action in the matter, out of the 160 lawyers 
who have seats in the House of Commons, there is but 
one stuff gownsman (Mr. Hughes) in actual practice in 
equity; and there is not,so far as we know, a single 
solicitor personally cognizant with chancery practice. 
Now, in the face of the prevailing fashion of lauding the 
new practice, which has been set by so high an authority 
as Sir Roundell Palmer, it is obvious that no common law 
practitioner, be he counsel or attorney, would be likely to 
take the matter up; and we fear that no help need be looked 
for from the numerous equity Queen’s Counsel in the 
House, because 

‘«They smile beside their nectar, and the bolts are hurled 

In the valleys far beneath them;” 
in other words, the evil is one which does not touch on 
their department. 

The extent to which these purely administrative ma- 
chines are, under the present press of work, assuming 
judicial functions, may be judged of from the following 
report of the proceedings In the matter of the Weekly Ad- 
tertiser Newspaper Company (Limited) in Vice-Chancellor 
Malins’ chambers last week. 

‘*The Weekly Advertiser Newspaper Company (Limited). 
—In Vice-Chancellor Malins’ Chambers yesterday, an ap- 
plication was made in this matter to enforce a call against 
one of the shareholders. A newspaper had been started 
called the Weekly Advertiser, for the beer trade, and it was 
turned into a limited liability company, and the con- 
tributories were principally beer retailers. It was being 
wound-up under.the Companies Act, and the present = 

Ww 


ceeding was to enforce a call rather than to go to 
in the Courts. 

‘*The Chief Clerk said it was the first application of the 
kind he had heard. It appeared that the concern was in 
debt about £1,000, and a sum was required from the 
shareholders. He asked whether the newspaper had ever 
been published ; he saw the contributories were beer re- 
tailers. It was stated that the paper had appeared, and 
the shareholders were the subscribers. 

“ The learned gentleman said he would look into the matter 
before he made an order towompel the contributories to pay.” 

That the clear duty of “the learred gentleman” was 
simply to give the parties an appointment before his 
Honour, no one who knows anything of the expressed in- 
tention of the framers of the Act 15 & 16 Vict.c. 80 can 
doubt, nor do we in the least doubt that, if any means 
existed of proving that an order of this nature was made 
by a chief clerk, any contributory would be perfectly safe 
in disregarding it. Unfortunately, however, the order, 
if made, would be drawn up as though pronounced by 
the judge, and as no evidence could be given to contra- 
dict what appeared on the face of the order, the result is 
that a chief clerk has, for all orders in chambers, become 
a judge with authority co-ordinate to that of the Vice- 
Chancellor, And so strongly is this felt by the chief 
clerks themselves, that we have known instances where 
they have peremptorily refused parties an appointment 
before the judge, and in a late case one of the clerks of 
the Master of the Rolls laid it down as a principle that 
he must first come to some decision upon the case before 
the parties could get before his Lordship personally, The 
practical result of this is that all the evils of the old 
system are re-introduced, with these extra disadvantages; 
first, that the cases are less sifted in chambers than they 
were in the masters’ offices; 2ndly, that the new class of 
judges do not possess the confidence of the profession to 
nearly the same extent as the old masters; Srdly, that 
the orders, being nominally made by the judge himself, 
are not so readily subject to appeal; and, dthly, thag 
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the. intimate relations oxieltng between the j 
and their chief clerks render an poe ace tae to the j 

on any question where the chief clerk has pars 
discretionary authority, almost an absurdity. 

That the mode of conducting Keron in the cham 
bers of the common law judges is the true model f 
imitation in chancery, not vice verad, has long been 
prevailing opinion among practitioners in eqnity, and + 
sincerely hope that none of the promised changes 
have the effect of giving any implied sanction to a 
system of usurpation which, always a grievance, bids fair 
to become an intolerable nuisance. 





THERE IS A RUMOUR, with what foundation we are 
unable to state, prevailing in legal circles, that Sir A: 
E. Cockburn is about, through declining health, to re 
the appointment of Chief Justice of England, ‘and. t 
his place is to be taken by Chief Baron Kelly; 
Solicitor-General, Sir John B. Karslake, succeeding to the 
chiefship of the Exchequer. It is, however, asserted of 
the other hand, and is at least equally probable, tat te 
learned judge has only been suffering from a 8 
attack of influenza, from which he has completely, re. 
covered, and that he has no intention whatever of de- 
priving the country of his services. 

There have been of late so many changes and 
rumours of changes that the credulity of the legal pu 
on the subject of judicial appointments seems paises 
to be unlimited. 


THE REPORT of the Capital Panishment Commission 
recommends, among other important charges, “that 
Act be passed putting an end to public executions, and 
directing that sentence of death shall be carried 9 
within the precincts of the prison, under such regulations 
as may be considered n to prevent abuse,.a 
satisfy the public that the law. hs been complied with, 
A bill tocarry out this recommendation, brought in by Mr. 
Walpole, i is now before us, and it must be admitted that, 
supposing the propriety of adopting the recommendation 
in the report be established, the bill contains provisions 
ealculated, if carried out, to settle, in all ordinary minds, 
all question whether a particalar prisoner has been exe- 
cuted or not. 

It provides that the execution of prisoners ‘is to 
take place within the walls of the prison im thé. pre- 
sence of the sheriff and such other officers, of the 
prison as the sheriff requires. Justices of the peace, as 
well as relatives of the prisoner, may also be admitted by 
the sheriff or the visiting justices, The surgeon of the 
prison is to sign a certificate of the death, and the sheriff, 
gaoler, and chaplain, andother persons present, if required: 
by the sheriff, are to sign a declaration that the sentence of 
death has been executed upon the prisoner. A printed 
copy of this declaration is, for twenty-four hours at least, 
to be kept exhibited on or near the principal entrance of the 
cep The coroner is within twenty-four hours to 

an inquest on the body, which is to be buried within 
the prison walls. A duplicate copy of the inquisition, 
and a copy of the declaration of those witnessing the 
exeention, are to be forwarded to the Secretary of State, 
So far, then, we may say that every precaution is taken 
to insure such evidence of the carrying out of the sen- 
tence of death as will go nearest to convincing persons 
not eye-witnesses of the last act; but. it remains to be 
discussed whether the public, that is, the public who 
now attend or, as the French would say, assist at execu- 
tions, will be convinced that the sentence has been 
earried out at all. We ate not prepared to believe the 
country to be as yet in a condition of thought to accept 
the change in the law proposed to be made by this bill, 
and we shall be much surprised if it become law. The 
¢vidence.on which the recommendation contained in the 
report is founded is so meagre, and withal so one-sided, 
coming ouly from one class of persons, that it is hard to 
suppose the Legislature will give to it the weight it 



















‘would deserve, were it founded upon evidence taken from 





the i one thoughts of the criminal classes thems thems 
selves. is these who are influenced by the dire cer. 
tainty e execution of the dread sentence, and that 
* | conan can only. be conveyed to their dull in 
Optical evidence.*. If they do not require to be 
oonyjnoed, or if they can be convinced without being wit, 
of what takes place, it may be worth 


the evils attendant upon public executions me : 


than any good that publicity effects; bug. 
this be shown to demonstration, it is impossible. 
fo think this measure well-contrived. 





* tae TRADES’ UNION Commission, which hds been, 
to inquire into the organization of Trades’ Unions, 
particularly into the origin of what is known as the 
heffield outrage, will be endued with large powers, if the 
introduced into the House of Commons by 
ir,. Walpole, Lord John Manners, and Sir Stafford 
wetheote should be made law. The commissioners, ag 

hill originally stood, were limited in the scope of 
‘inquiry, which was not, as regards outrages and acts 

to extend beyond what has happened at, 
hin the last five years; this has now been 
years, but they are to have all the powers, 
s, and privileges of any of the superior courts in en-- 
ig the attendance of witnesses, in compelling the 
Mion of documents, and in ‘punishing persons 
ity -of contempt, and a summons under the hand of 
ne commissioner is to have the force of a subpoena ise 
sned ont of one of the regular courts. An inquiry of thig 
smaust depend for its efficiency on the extent of the 
of those entrusted with carrying it out, and there- 
becomes necessary that powers should be conferred 
_ Act of Parliament upon the Trades’ Union Inquiry 
for the simple reason that they cannot 
without that authority. The fourth section 
si as it now stands, is, we consider, in some sense 
mable, as it enables “the commissioners, or any 
two of them, by order under their hands, to refer the 
conduct of the whole or any part of an inquiry in exer- 
cise of the powers of this Act, to any one or more per- 
sons named in such order,” and the person to whom the 
inguiry is so referred, is to have all the powers as regards 
the attendance of witnesses given by the Act to the 
commissioners. Delegatus non potest delegare is » maxim 
of law, the spirit of which would be properly applied here, 
The commissioners may delegate one part of their powers 
to one person, and another part to another, so that 
there may, be, in fact, several commissions sitting at one 
time, none of the members‘being named in the commis- 
whereas the inquiry ought to be all taken before 
same person. Atleast this power to delegate their 
authority by the commissioners ought to be limited to 
the contingent event of their being unable to perform 
all the work themselves. 

Persons examined as witnesses are to be indemni- 
fied if they declare the whole truth, and the actual 
perpetrator of any crime is to be indemnified in like 
manner, As the object of this commission is to ob- 
tain information, this exemption is considered’ allowable 
on that ground. The expenses of witnesses are to be 
provided for out of the Treasury. It was absolutely 
necessary that extensive powers should be given to the 
commissioners, and, with the exception above mentioned, 
it cannot be considered that the powers proposed to be 
given are by any means too extensive. 


















THE BILL TO AMEND THE laws relating to criminal 
lunatics, which has just been read a second time, em- 
bodies two or three important alterations of the law, and 
deserves careful attention. It does not, however, distin- 

between two classes now very improperly m 
ther. Under the head of criminal lunatics are in- 
two classes of individuals entirely distinct from 
one another. In the first place, there are those persons 


* Segnius ; irritant animos demissa per aures, 
Quam que sunt oculis subjecta fidelibus, 
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who have been acquitted of certain crimes with which 
ey were charged, on account of their insanity at the 
when such acts were committed—persons, therefore, 
strictly speaking, free from the taint of crime, since they 
have been held to be irresponsible for the acts in ques- 
tiod, by virtue of their affliction with certain cerebral 
diseases damaging to their power of self-control, and to 
their judgment between right and wrong. Such persons 
are, therefore, taken charge of, not with a view to the 
punishment of the individuals, but for the sake of the 
safety of society at large, and they are ordered to be con- 
fined during her Majesty’s pleasure. At present, this class 
is mixed up both in name and in habitation with another, 
almost numerically equal with itself, but with which it 
ought never to have been confounded in any way. This 
is composed of those convicts and felons who, during the 
time of their penal servitude, have become insane; and 
who, on account of this accident, are immediately trans- 
ferred to a most extensive establishment, and thrust into 
the company of a number of unfortunate persons of all 
grades of society, who, whatever the acts they may have 
committed, have been held guiltless and morally irre- 
sponsible, The British Medical Journal speaks of this 
as “a grave mistake both in a financial and in an equit- 
“able point of view, which we hope may be altered before 
long.” 


On WEDNESDAY, the 6th inst., a deputation from the 
County: Court Registrars’ Association, consisting of Mr. 
Anson (Birkenhead), Mr. Barnes (Colchester), and Mr. 
Howard (Portsmouth), had an interview with the Right 
Hon, Sir Stafford Northcote, at the office of the Board of 
Trade, on the subject of the Admiralty Jurisdiction Bill. 


IN THE CASE OF Napier v. Waller, tried on Wednesday 
last, the jury retired at 1.25 p.m. to consider their verdict, 
and, not being able to agree, were discharged at 10 P.M. 
by Vice-Chancellor Wood, who informed them “ that it is 
no longer the custom, as formerly, to keep a jury locked 
up for seven or eight hours before discharging them.” 


THE Ovi says that the Commissioners for building the 
new Courts of Law have commissioned Dr. Percy, the 
gentleman responsible for the heating, lighting, and ven- 
tilating of the Houses of Parliament, to examine the 
working drawings for the courts, and report upon the 
sufficiency of the proposed arrangements for ventilation. 

THE Riegut Hon. GEorGu Patron having been 
advanced to the bench as Lord Justice Clerk, the Solici- 
tor-General for Scotland, Edward Strathern Gordon, 
Esq., was, on Thursday the 28th ult., duly sworn in as 
Lord Advocate amid the congratulations of the Dean 
of Faculty aud other members of the bar. There was 
alarge attendance to witness the installation. 

The new Lord Justice Clerk took his seat on the fol- 
lowing day, 


Mr. LEEMAN has brought in a bill to amend the law 
in respect of the sale and purchase of shares in joint- 
stock banking companies, which was read a second time 
on Tuesday night last. It provides that all contracts for 
thesale and purchase of shares in a joint stock bank 
shall be void unless they designate such shares by their 
respective numbers or by the names of the persons in 
whose names they are registered, and. all parties, whether 
principals or brokers, wilfully infringing this enactment, 
are to be guilty of a misdemeanour. 

It is exceedingly difficult to see on what grounds 
special legislation with respect to banks is requisite. 
What van be said of banking companies’ shares which 
May not be said of the shares in other companies ? 
Shareholders in banks are not primd facie more worthy 
of protection by the law than are those in mines or 
other industrial, or, so far as we can discern, specula- 
tive undertakings. The professed object of the bill is to 
prevent gambling, for the preamble says that the bill 





is for the prevention of contracts for the sale and pur- 
chase of shares and stock in joint-stock banking com- 
panies, of which the sellers are not possessed, or over 
which they have no control. If it be recognised that such 
contracts are an evil, it is because they are so in the 
abstract and not because they are for the sale and 
purchase of bank shares, If then they bean evil, let them 
be made void, but do not, under the plea of morality, 
abolish one part of what is alleged to be a crying scandal 
and thereby, in effect, legalise the other part by allow- 
ing its existence to be continued. If it be immoral to 
gamble in bank shares it is also immoral to gamble in 
other shares, There appears to be no gaound for saying 
that bank shares call for special legislation, beyond the 
fact that the worst failures occurring in the panic of 
May, 1866, were of banks; but this feature was due to 
the fact that a bank must have a large capital, while 
many a company may be worked with a few thousands. 
But, in fact, the whole thing is a mistake, and the at- 
tempted coercion would have no more effect than Sir 
John Barnard’s Act had in respect of the sale of consols 
for the account. The absurdity of the Bill is apparent 
on the face of it, for the contracts which it declares to 
be immoral, are not those which it wishes to prevent, but 
those which it does not, in fact, abolish. 


THE DEBATE on Mr. Watkins’ motion of Tuesday last 
has resulted in the appointment of a select committee 
to inquire into the operation of the Limited Liability Acta, 
The committee will have a large, and, in fact, almost un- 
limited field for their inquiries, unless, indeed, some 
special questions and causes of grievance are assigned 
for their consideration. Two or three points with re} 
spect to limited liability are, more than any others, dey 
serving of attention. For instance, its operation upon 
creditors who may, by the constitution of many joint- 
stock companies, be induced to give credit to the large 
amount of uncalled capital, but who often in fact have 
no other security for payment than that principle, not, it 
must be regretted, always present, which should prevent 
directors from incarring larger liabilities than the whole 
of their capital will meet. This, again, crops out into 
a second point, bearing on the expediency of a company 
being allowed to have an undue proportion of its capital 
uncalled. Ifit be the intention of the law to protect share- 
holders, then it might beexpedient to enact that all shares 
should be fully paid up; if to protect creditors, it would be 
necessary to allow, or even to require, a margin of uncalled 
capital. Both classes, if either, are entitled to protection, 
so that some happy mean between the two courses 
must be discovered. Again, the very fact that these 
different classes require protection might be used as an 
argument in favour of the total abolition of limited lia- 
bility. The idea is gaining ground that the modified form 
of limited liability seen in the partnerships en comman- 
dite asestablished by the Code Napoleon (Code de Com- 
merce, art. 23—28, and 38S—39) would be much more 
suitable for commercial partnerships than our law of 
limited liability, In the Société en Commandite the 
liability of shareholders is limited to the amount of their 
shares, while that of the directors is unlimited. Mr, 
Watkin professes to desire an improvement in the prin- 
ciple or machinery of the Limited Liability Acts. The 
suggestion now made givesscope for a most extensive 
inquiry, but there are also other points connected with 
the operation of these laws which equally deserve the 
attention of legislators. 





THE NEW LAW COURTS.—No. IV, 


We must complete the critisisms contained in our 
last three numbers with a few words about the cost 


of the designs. It was originally intended to de- 
vote £750,000 to the purpose, and the recent disous- 
sion in the House of Commons on the subject has testified 
to the surprise of the public at finding that all of the 
architecta, in their estimates, have greatly exceeded, and 
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many of them doubled, or more than doubled, this amount. 
This is to a great extent to be accounted for by the 
large increase in the accommodation required since the 
sum of £750,000 was fixed upon. The estimates actually 
made by the architects are the following :— 
Garling..... ..«. £1,030,451 Street £1,830,510 
1,074,278 Brandon 1,414,913 
1,284,166 Waterhouse .,. 1,419,842 
1,235,883 Burges......... 1,584,589 
1,253,626  Seddon......... 2,046,644 

This mode of comparison, however, is totally misleading, 
unless certain modifying circumstances are taken into 
account. Thus, while most of the estimates include all 
sums required in the erection of the building designed, 
after clearing and levelling the site, the sum mentioned 
by Mr. Scott does not include the figure sculpture and 
mosaics with which his drawings are so greatly en- 
riched, nor the bridges across the adjoining streets, nor 
the subways, nor the retaining walls. 

But the greatest source of error in such a comparison 
is this. The calculation is made by estimating, first, the 
cubical contents of the bnilding, and, secondly, the cost 
per cubic foot. The first is a matter of calculation, the 
second one of judgment; and one in which the 
architects have come to very different conclusions. Thus, 
while Mr. Brandon suggests 93d., Mr. Waterhouse puts 
it as high as 1s. 1d. for the main buildings, and 1s. 9d. 
for the towers. The best means of computing the 
relative cost of the designs would be given by a 
table showing the quantity of brickwork in each of 
them, an approach to which may be made by looking 
at their total cubical contents; but even this can- 
not be done with accuracy, since several of the 
items are priced without a statement of their cubical 
contents. Taking, however, the main buildings and 
towers only,—a standard of comparison which can- 
not lead us far astray—we have these results, The 
lowest, Mr. Waterhouse’s, contains rather more than 
23,000,000 cubic feet; the highest, Mr. Seddon’s, nearly 
40,000,000; Mr. Brandon’s about 35,090,000; Mr. 
Garling’s about 28,000,000; Mr. Lockwood’s about 
27,000,000, and each of the rest about 25,000,000 cubic 
feet. 

The reader must not, however, consider even this a 
perfectly fair comparison; for the quantity of brickwork 
is not always in proportion to the cubical contents of the 
building. Thus, the great length and height of Mr. 
Brandon’s central hall increases the cubical contents of 
his design by adding a large number of cubic feet in 
which there is no brickwork, while Mr. Waterhouse’s 
large central hall is not included in the cubical contents 
of his building, since it is virtually an open area, and 
its light roof is priced separately. The quantity of space 
unoccupied by brickwork is, of course, taken into ac- 
count by the architect in estimating his price per cubic 
foot. This consideration, however, though it partially 
explains the great variety of the estimates of that price, 
is totally inadequate to account for the whole difference. 

We desire to add to our criticisms of the designs made 
by the competing architects some notice of a plan sug- 
gested by a gentleman who calls himself “ Mentor,” in 
the columns of the Builder, * 

This plan, of which we subjoin a copy,* possesses, in- 





* As To THE Prorosep Law Courts. 


Sir,—I have read with much interest the description in the 
Builder of the plans now being exhibited for the new courts, in- 
tended to be erected near Temple Bar; and having had consi- 
derable experience of courts of justice, my vocations having 
caused me to attend them for many years, Tua be allowed to 
have acquired some knowledge of what is required, although not 
an architect. 

I am a Londoner, and know the site in question, and observe 
that it is called the Strand, but I will call it Pickett-place, which 
I believe to be more correct. The ground rises gently from 
Pickett-place to Carey-street. I am against 4 central hall, and 
suggest an inner court-yard, the Law Courts forming four sides 
of a square, the chief entrance to be from Pickett-place, through 
an archway, protected by gates: and after the judges have 





deed, the advantage of simplicity of outline; but those of 
our readers who have followed us so far will see that it 
lacks almost every other needful qualification. In the 
first place it goes on the assumption that, instead of ex. 
cavating the entire area to the Strand level, as pro 

the existing slope of the ground will be preserved, at 
least so far as regards the central court-yard, thus sacri- 
ficing a considerable amount of room which could ill be 
spared; in the next place, and this is, we think, fatal to 
the scheme, the courts are arranged on two floors, two- 
thirds on one and one-third on the other, with no direct 
communication between any two of them except for the 
judges, and with all the Bar accommodation, except con- 
sulting rooms, in the separate central building, involving 
the necessity of traversing we don’t know how many 
flights of stairs as often as a barrister wished to gofroma 
court to the library, &c., or from one court to another; in 
the third place, and this is of no small importance, all 
the rooms for the use of the judges, not only their cham- 
bers, but their private rooms, &c., must be either above 
or below the court floors, i.e, separate by two 

from at least one-third of the courts. Unless the advan- 
tage of the scheme were out of all proportion superior 
to those of any other, these defects would be more than 
sufficient to secure its immediate condemnation. 

From the temper of the debate in the House of Com- 
mons the other evening, it is plain that a strong attempt 
will be made to cut down the estimates; and it was sig- 
nificantly hinted that the commissioners were not bound 
to receive any of the designs, from which we gather that 
some modification of the present designs will be forced 
upon the successful competitor, whoever he may be. If 
this modification consists merely in the removal of orna- 
ment we shall not much regard it, but we trust that the 
question of cost will not be permitted to weigh so far as 
te cause an inferior design to be adopted, unless the in- 
feriority be merely of an artistic nature. 

Whether Parliament in its wisdom will think fit to 
pay for the beauty of the structure, or will require it to 
be stripped of all expensive ornament, we care little; 
but we hope that, at all events, the question of appear- 
ance will be kept in strict subordination to that of 
convenience of arrangement, particularly with reference 
to ready passage by the profession from any part of the 
building to every other part. 
alighted from their carriages, the egress to be through an arch- 
way into Carey-street, with a porter’s lodge at each gateway. 

ou will perceive from the above that I mean the judges to 
ascend to the judgment-seats of their respective courts by en- 
trances from the court-yard. 

I propose that there should be eight distinct blocks of build- 
idgs, separated from cach other by a passage-way, with a side 
entrance for barristers and attorneys, and a front entrance on the 
four sides for witnesses ; with a staircase leading to a gallery for 
the public, with three law courts in each block. This would 
allow of a fourth part of the block for a consulting room for the 
barristers and attorneys, the arrangements being, one court on 
the ground floor, and two courts on the first floor, with rooms 
above for any purpose deemed necessary. This plan would meet 
the wishes of the authorities, and prevent idlers from passing 
from court to court, unless they left one building before they 
entered another. 

The judge’s bench in each court to have the windows of the 
room on the right and left of the judge, which will give him a 
good light, and preserve a current of air from side to side by 
allowing the pr ae sashes to be slightly raised in very warm 
weather. The judges’ benches to be parallel to each other, with 
a roum between the two walls, having two doors, one on each 
bench, behind the chairs of the respective judges, to which room 
ard can retire for consultation or other purposes. 

ver the front gateway a clock-tower to be erected, with fire- 
proof chambers for the records. Over the Carey-street-gateway 
apartments for the hall-keeper and other attendants. 

In the centre of the inner court-yard an octagon building, 
with rooms for barristers, robing, and other purposes. 

It will be seen that by this arrangement of the building 
twenty-four law courts are secured, which, it will be acknow- 

are a8 many as will be required, and numerous rooms on 
the.second floor for the officials attending on the j 
From studying the matter, I think an inner, court-yard would 
be a great advantoge, particularly as it would give the judges an 
and convenient entrance to their courts, and obtain good 
light and air, a very important consideration. MENTOR. 
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SHARES IN JOINT-STOCK COM- 
PANIES.—No. IV. 


We have seen that the Court of Equity refuses to de- 
cree specific performance of a contract for the sale and 
purchase of shares where the bargain was made after 
the commencement of the winding-up, and this, of 
course, disposes of the matter in such a case, for if the 
specific performance question be decided against the pur- 
chaser, the registration question does not arise. We be- 
lieve, however, that if this. were otherwise, the Court 
could not, consistently with the principles which it has 
laid down, order a purchaser’s name to be placed on the 
register in any case in which the contract was made after 
the commencement of the winding-up. For in such a 
‘ease the directors were already /functi officio when the 
contract was made, and the principle in Shepherd’s case, 
15 W.R. 26, 2 L. R. Ap. 16, would forbid the Court to 
interfere. 

Suppose, however, that the contract was made before 
the commencement of the winding-up, but after the 
failure of the concern, both vendor and purchaser being 
in ignorance ofthe fact, would the Court, in such acase 
as this, decree specific performance against the purchaser ? 
If our view of the ratio decidendi in Emmerson’s case, 
14 W. R. 905, 1 L. R. Ap. 433, be correct, the same 
reasoning would seem to apply to the present case, and 
we should therefore suppose that a decree for specific 
performance would be refused; but, as we have 
already remarked, such reasoning is rather incompa- 
tible with the view taken by the common law judges 
in Zaylor v. Stray, 5 W. R. 528. There the judges 
thought the intrinsic value of the shares immaterial. 
Moreover, it is not absolutely certain that, after a 
winding-up has commenced, the shares will never 
be worth anything; the Birmingham Bank is a notable 
instance to the contrary, and the remark applies a fortiori 
to a mere stoppage or suspension. If both vendor and 
purchaser, when they made their bargain, knew that the 
concern had previously failed, there seems no reason for 
supposing that the Court would refuse to decree specific 
performance. It may be thought that such a case as this 
is hardly likely to occur, and therefore not worth consi- 
deration; but people will speculate in everything, and it 
is well known that shares in insolvent concerns have 
been dealt in long after the stoppage, the bargain being 
in such cases that the “ purchaser,” in consideration of 
a sum paid him by the vendor, shall take upon himself 
all the liabilities attaching to the shares, There is no 
doubt that the Court of Equity would order the pur- 
chaser to indemnify the vendor against any loss in all 
these cases; but it should be remembered that, at least 
whenever the bargain was made after the presentation 
of a winding-up petition (which usually follows very 
close on a failure), the original holder of the shares will 
have to remain legally liable to all the calls which may 
be made thereon, and the money he has parted with will 
merely have earned him the right to be repaid whatever 
he may have to disburse for calls, it will not have ob- 
tained him an absolute protection. If the “ purchaser” 
turn out a man of straw, the result of the transaction 
will be that the unfortunate shareholder, who thought 
that he wascompounding with fortune, and accepting a 
certain but comparatively small loss in lieu of uncertain 
contingencies, will merely have added one more disburse- 
ment to those which an official liquidator will require of 
him. After the failure of any large concern a crop of 
advertisements occasionally appears in the newspapers, 
by which offers are made to the half-distracted share- 
holders to relieve them of all liability in consideration of 
an immediate cash payment, For the reasons above men- 
tioned we recommend those whose names, unfortunately 
for themselves, are on the list of contributories of any 
insolvent company, to be very wary in dealing with pro- 
posing “ purchasers,” lest haply they discover, too late, 
68 they have merely added to the amount of their 

oases. 


‘TRANSFERS OF 





We have seen from Walker’s case, 15 W: R. 526;2°L. 
R. Ap. 16, that ‘where, at the commencement of ‘the 
winding up, the purchaser’s name had not been regis- 
fered, the Court will not interfere to alter the register 


“unless there has been “unnecessary delay ” in this re- 


spect. (The words of section 35 of the Act in this respeet 
are “default or unnecessary delay,” but the Lords Jus- 
tices seem to attach the same meaning to both expres- 
sions.) Does this mean unnecessary delay on the part of 
the directors, or can the conduct of the purchaser be 
taken into account ? We confess we should have thought 
that the Court would, where the delay has been occa- 
sioned solely by the purchaser and not by the company, 
have left the vendor to his remedy against the purchaser. 
Such a course is most consistent with the decisions already 
recorded, especially the later cases before the Master of the 
Rolls. In Ward’s case, however, where the delay, extending 
over two years, was occasioned solely by the conduct of 
the purchasers, the Master of the Rolls on that account 
ordered them to be placed on the register. In that case, 
however, the company seem all along to have been will- 
ing to recognise the transfer, so soon as the purchasers 
should have ended their squabbles. 
Where the “ transfer” has been approved by the direc- 
tors, and all that remained to be done, when the windittg 
up began, was a formal confirmation of this approval and 
the actual entry on the register, it seems from Nation’s 
case, 15 W. R. 143, 3 L. R. Eq. 77, that the Court will 
order the registration to be completed. In this case the 
transfer had been approved by an inspecting director 
appointed to the task, and, but for the intervention of 
the winding up, this approval would have been confirmed 
at the next board-meeting. We apprehend this case 
would govern those cases (if any) in which the directors 
have no power to refuse registration. ‘ 
The clause in articles of association which gives the 
directors their power over transfers is usually worded so 
as to render the directors’ approval necessary before re- 
gistration can take place, in other words, the transaction 
is invalid, as regards the company, until the directors 
have signified their approval. Sometimes, however, the 
clause is worded so as to give the directors the power pf 
vetoing any particular transfer; in such a case, we sup- 
pose, the transaction is to be considered as valid and en- 
titled to completion until the directors have interposed 
with their veto, in fact, this case is the converse of the 
other. Then, if a winding-up begins before the directors 
have exercised their power over any particular transfer, 
it seems very much as though the transaction must from 
that date be considered as safe from the veto and entitled 
to registration, and if that be so Nation's case, udi sup., 
would rule that the purchaser should be registered. 
A few words respecting the vendor’s right to indemni- 
fication by the purchaser, in cases in which he cannot 
get the purchaser’s name substituted for his own upén 
the register. The older dicta bearing upon this point 
are not worth very much. In Bermingham v. Sheridan, 
83 Beav. 660, the Master of the Rolls said that all con- 
tracts to buy shares were contracts conditional on the 
company accepting the purchaser as a shareholder. -The 
parties might, he said, contract to carry out the effects 
of the bargain between themselves, although, as regarded 
the company, they should not be able actually to ex- 
change places; but his Honour seems to have thought 
that special evidence was necessary before the Court 
could so interpret one of these transactions, Whether or 
no, in consequence of the fact that joint-stock company 
failures are now so very common, we cannot say, but it 
is certain that this is hardly the view which the Court 
of Equity now takes of these bargains. In fact, the 
Master of the Rolls himself, in Wahite’s case, 15 W. R. 148, 
8 L. R. Eq. 87, said (speaking of the vendor and pur- 
chaser) “ If a bill were filed for specific performance, un- 
questionably those would be the only two persons con- 
cerned, and, whatever might be the state of the register, 
the Court would compel the person who was in the 
to make compensation to, or to indemnify, the other.” 
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How far, at common law, a vendor in such a case could 
recover, upon assumpsit, the amount of calls he had been 
compelled to pay, seems doubtful, but Walker v. Bartlett, 
4 W. R. 681, seems to indicate that if the default has 
been on the part of the purchaser the vendor will be en- 
titled to recover. Very frequently, however, in these 
cases, neither party has been in fault, but the transaction 
has been brought to a standstill by a winding up suddenly 
commencing; in such a case as this it seems very doubt- 
ful whether or no the vendor could recover at common 
law, but by filing his bill in equity there is no doubt that 
he would obtain an indemnity. 

The following appears to be the result of the decisions 
at present subsisting upon the subject of transfer as—in- 
terrupied by a winding-up:— 

I.—As between the vendor and purchaser. 

Where bargain made before winding-up—Court will, in 
general, order specific performance. 

Where bargain made after winding-up, both being in 
ignorance of the fact—Court will refuse to order specific 
performance (Eimmerson’s case, 14 W. R. 905). 

Where bargain made after winding-up, both being 
aware of the fact—Semble, the Court would order specific 
performance. 

Where bargain made before winding-up, but after 
failure of the concern—Undecided. But semble, the 
Conrt would order specific performance if the parties 
both knew of the fact, and refuse, if the contrary. 

(Of course, if the vendor has, by his own conduct, 
prevented the completion of the transaction, he will be 
entitled to no relief). 

II.—As regards registration of the purchaser. 

(if the circumstances be such that the Court would 
refuse to decree specific performance under (I.), this 
question does not arise, the case being already disposed 
of). 
(1.) Where the directors have an option with respect 
to transfers, the Court will not order registration unless 
there has been “unnecessary delay.” 

Semble—From Ward’s case, 2 L. R. Eq. 226, delay by 
purchaser will suffice. Sed qu. 

Semble—If the directors have merely a power of exer- 
cising a veto, a winding-up commencing before that 
power has been exercised, puts an end to that power, and 
the transfer must be registered (see next “ result”), 

After the directors have become functi officio, the Court 
will not take upon itself to exercise any discretionary 
power they once had: Walker’s case, 14 W. R. 1088, 2 
L, RB. Eq. 554. Sed qu. 

If only a mere formal act remained to be done, the 
transfer having actually been approved, the Court will 
order registration. 

(2.) Where the directors had no option with reepect to 
transfers—Semble, wherever the purchaser could obtain 
@ decree for specific performance, the Court will order 
registration. (Undecided, however.) 


IlIl.—Wherever, as between vendor and purchaser, the 
former could obtain a decree for specific performance, 
the Court will decree the purchaser to indemnify him 
in the event of registration being impossible. 

It merely remains for us to add, that a transferee of 
shares is held not entitled to be discharged from his lia- 
bility upon the ground of misrepr tati made by 
the company. Duranty’s case, 7 W. R. 70, established 
this doctrine, and it seems never since to have been 
doubted. We do not say that this doctrine has not been 
carried too far, or even that we are satisfied with the 
reasoning of the Master of the Rolls in Duranty’s case ; 
but it is certainly a governing case, as we have before 
now had occasion to remind some of our contemporaries. 

The question we have just been discuseing—transfer 
as interpreted by winding-up—is one of the most un- 
satisfactory little ramifications of law which ever 
troubled a lawyer. There is always some difficulty in 
the application of old doctrines and rules to new statu- 








tory branches of law. In this particular matter this ap. 
plication has been rendered still more difficult by the 
clumsy vagueness of the statute. If another “Com. 
panies Act ” should pass before long, and the times are 
not without signs of such, this point will demand con. 
sideration. 





EQUITY. 
Penn v. Jack; Penn v. Bibby, 15 W. R. 208. 


In Cook v. Pearce, 8 Q. B. 1066, Chief Justice Tindal 
laid down the following rule with reference to the 
“ title’ of a patent: —“ The mere vagueness of the title 
appears to us to be an objection which may well be taken 
on the part of the Crown before it grants the pai 
but to afford no ground for invalidating the patent when 
granted.’ The title was then all there was to submit to 
the law officer of the Crown upon applying for a patent 
in the first instance. In or about the year 1851, Lord 
Romilly, then Attorney-General, adopted the practice of 
requiring the inventor to deposit, in the first instance, a 
short note of the nature of his invention. This practice 
was confirmed by the Patent Law Amendment Act, 1852 
(15 & 16 Vict. c. 83), the 6th section of which requires 
the applicant to file, with his petition, a “ provisional 
specification.” 

Lord Chelmsford, in the present case, after citing the 
remarks of Tindal, C.J., above quoted, proceeds: —" These 
remarks, applied to the title of a patent, have a stronger 
application to the use of a provisional specification under 
the Patent Law Amendment Act, because the law officer, 
if he thinks the specification too large, can order it to be 
amended. And if no objection is made by him, the 
generality of the specification, to repeat the words of 
Chief Justice Tindal, affords no ground for avoiding the 
patent after it is granted.” And a little further on his 
Lordship says, speaking of the provisional specification— 
“it has had the allowance of the law officer, and is safe 
from all question.” This is carrying the principle 
rather further than if was carried in the case of the old 
title, because there were circumstances under the old 
practice in which a patent would have been set aside, as 
obtained by a fraud upon the Crown—as, for instance, 
if a vague title were registered by a man who as yet had 
invented nothing in the hope of hitting on something 
yet in nubibus, or pouncing on something started by some 
one else. But although the provisional specification be 
by itself free from question, it may still be the means of 
upsetting the patent. The “nature ” of the invention is 
to be ascertained, in the first instance, by the provisional 
specification; and if the invention, as described in the 
complete specification, be of a different nature, the patent 
will be liable to be set aside. This is what is meant by 
the remarks of Lord Westbury in /oawell y. Bostock, 3 
N. R. 546, 12 W. R. 728. 

The 6th section of the Patent Law Amendment Act 
defines the provisional specification as “ a statement in 
writing . . . . describing the nature of the said 
invention.” And in Newall v. Elliott, 4 C, B. N.S. 269, 
Byles, J., in delivering the judgment of the Court, said— 
“The office of the provisional specification is only to 
describe generally and fairly the nature of the invention, 
and not to enter into all the minute details as to the 
manner in which the invention is carried out.” Mr. Jus- 
tice Byles then went on to contrast the language in 
which the function of the complete specification is defined 
in section 9, with the description of the provisional spe- 
cification in section 6. He did not, however, go further 
than to say that the provisional specification need con- 
tain no minute detail of the manner in which the inven- 
tiyn is to be carried out. No doubt some inventions are 
so complex that their “nature ” cannot be fairly described 
without entering into some slight description of the 
manner in which the invention is to be performed, This 
appears to have been so in the invention in Newall v. 
Elliott, and therefore there was no necessity for the Court 
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to go further than it actually went in that case. The { an error or oversight committed by the law officer of the 


language of the statute, however, seems to show that 
the provisional specification is not required’ to describe 
the manner in which the invention is to be performed at 
all,except perhaps in cases, just now contemplated, in 
which the invention is of a very complex nature; in fact, 
that no description of the mode of performance is neces- 
sary, except as subsidiary to, and where inseparable from, 
description of the nature; and this is the view which has 
been taken of the matter by Lord Chelmsford in Penn v. 
Jack. 

If we turn, however, to rule 10 of the Rules of 
October 15, 1852, made in pursuance of section 3 of 
the Act, we find it laid down that “the provisional 
specification must state distinctly and intelligibly the 
whole nature of the invention, so that the law officer 
may be apprised of the improvement, and of the means 

which it is carried into effect.” This certainly is in- 
consistent with the view taken by Lord Chelmsford in 
Penn v. Jack, and also, we think, with section 6 of the 


Act. We believe that the Lord Chancellor’s view is the | 


correct one, and that this rule, being inconsistent with 
the provisions of the Act, is in excess of the authority 
given by section 3 of the Act, to make rules “ not incon- 
sistent with the provisions” thereof, and therefore in- 
valid, It is a little singular that this rule was made 
when Lord Chelmsford, as Sir Frederick Thesiger, was 
Attorney-General, and is signed by him. 

In Penn v. Jack the provisional specification described 
the nature of the invention simply as consisting “ of the 
employment of wood in the construction of the bearings 
and bushes for the shafts of screw and submerged pro- 
pellers,” without proceeding to state how the wood was 
to be employed. The complete specification described 
this, and it appeared from its description that the inven- 
tion consisted in the insertion of strips of wood in grooves 
cut in the inner surface of the bearings, so as to project 
beyond the surface, thus making the shaft revolve against 
wood instead of iron. These strips of wood were fixed 
soas to allow of the water flowing freely between them. 
With this water-lubrication the friction between the wood 
and iron was found to be so small that the bearings no 
longer wore away and loosened; and this, beyond doubt, 
was a most essential part of the invention, and a most 
valuable artifice. It was objected by the defendant’s 
counsel that this, the essential part of the invention, was 
not hinted at by the provisional specification, and that 
in this respect the complete specification comprised a 
material deviation from the provisional. Lord Chelms- 
ford, however, has laid down in another part of his 
judgment that “upon an issue whether the specification 
enrolled in pursuance of the letters patent describes and 
ascertains the nature of the invention, if the claim in the 
complete specification is comprehended within the terms 
of the provisional specification, that issue will be satis- 
fied.” This settled the matter, for it cannot be denied 
that Mr. Penn’s invention is “comprehended within the 
terms of” his provisional specification. The principle 
involved in this rule is an important one, and one which 
we cannot afford to pass by without a question. For it 
being already laid down that vagueness or generality in 
the provisional specification will not, of itself, ‘invalidate 
the patent, this rule cuts off many objections tothe patent 
which were open under the old practice. Lord Chief Jus- 
tice Tindal, in Cook v. Pearce, ubi suy., the case on which 
Lord Chelmeford rests his decision, clearly contemplates 
the contingency of a patent being pronounced void 
because it claims Jess than the provisional specification, 
as, for instance, wherever it may be considered that the 
patent was granted in consideration of a certain broad 
claim in its entirety, and the invention afterwards 
described embraces only a small section or fragment 
of what was claimed. There can be no doubt that Lord 
Chelmsford’s words, if they are to be construed literally, 
have carried the matter far beyond the point at which it 
was settled by Cook v. Pearce, and tend to deprive the 
Court of the power which it previously had of rectifying 





Crown in passing an improperly vague provisional speci- 
fication, Still it may perhaps be said that Lord Chelms- 
ford only meant to lay down a general principle when 
said that it was sufficient if the invention as ascertai 

by the complete specification was comprehended within 
the terms of the provisional one, a general principle 
which would be controlled by what Tindal, C.J., called 
“the inference of fraud upon the Crown or prejudice to 
the public.” This is no doubt the soundest view of the 
matter; we cannot, however, but think that the rule 
should really be—to require some intimation of the par- 
ticular essence of the invention to be conveyed by the 
provisional specification. The tenth rule of the regula- 
tions above cited no doubt requires too much—more 
than the Act allows the law officer to require; but we 
cannot help thinking that Lord Chelmsford proposes to 
require too little. 

VARIATION BETWEEN PROSPECTUS AND MEMORANDUM 

OF ASSOCIATION OF A COMPANY. 
Re The Madrid Bank.— Witkinson’s case, M.R., 15 W. R. 
331; LJ., 15 W. R. 499. 

We took occasion recently to make some observations 
upon this subject* with especial reference to what may 
be called the leading cases upon it, viz., Ship’s case, 13 
W. R. 599, and Stewart’s case, 14 W. R. 943. In conse- 
quence of the recent crash among joint-stock companies 
the subject has, as might have been anticipated, been 
very frequently brought before the Courts within the last 
few months. Prospectuses and memoranda of association 
have been carefully scanned and diligently compared by 
the legal advisers of many an unfortunate shareholder 
who desired to escape from the unpleasant position of a 
contributory, and the names of Ship’s case and Stewart's 
case have become familiar as household words to those 
who, but for the panic of May, 1866, would never have 
heard of them at all. Nothing, perhaps, seemed easier 
than to discover, in the “ objects ” of a company as de- 
fined by the memorandum, or the large “ powers ” given 
to the directors by the articles, a material variation from 
the prospectus, which merely described, in glowing terms, 
the enormous profits to accrue to the happy shareholders 
from the property or business which the benevolent 
“vendor”? was-willing to sell to the company for a sum 
(more or less considerable) in hard cash, and a large 
number of paid-up shares, taken to show his confidence in 
the undertaking. And—rightly or wrongly—it seemed 
to be thought that a man, who had agreed to take shares 
in a company on the faith of such a prospectus, had 
only to remain in passive ignorance of the contents of 
the memorandum and articles of association, not to see 
or read them, till the crash came. Then—perhaps several 
years after the allotment of shares to him had taken 
place—he would read the memorandum of association, 
and thus acquire “actual knowledge’’ of its contents; 
and then, discovering a material variation between 
it and the prospectus—which so fascinated his ears in 
the days when 20 per cent. was thought avery poor 
thing—he had nothing to do but at once to apply to the 
Court of Chancery to have his name removed from the 
register of a company of which he bad “ never agreed to 
become a member.” Thus he would find an easy escape 
from the liabilities of a contributory. And if A. could 
do this—why not B.,and why not C.? And thus the 
supposed company, formed of substantial shareholders, 
would melt away, 

* And, like the baseless fabric of a vision, 
Leave not a wrack behind,”’ 


to satisfy the claims of the unfortunate creditors. 

The principal case seems to indicate the commence- 
ment of a new course of decisions which will some- 
what rudely shake the hopes of contributories, that a 
tabula in naufragio would always be found, as in Ship’s 
case, on which they could swim away from the sinking 
ship. It seems to us that in future persons who wish 





* 11 Sol. Jour. 127. 
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to repudiate their shares will have not only to use the 
utmost diligence in doing this after they become aware 
of the facts on which they rely as entitling them so to 
do, but also to prove most strictly that they in fact were 
altogether ignorant of those facts up to the time when 
they asserted their right of repudiation, . But more than 
that. One of the learned judges of the Court of Appeal 
would, we think, never have dccided Stewart's case in 
favour of Mr. Stewart. The principle which his Lord- 
ship laid down in the principal case seems to be this, 
that. where a man has applied for shares in a company 
on the faith of the statements contained in a certain 
prospectus, and afterwards receives from the persons 
to. whom he made his application an allotment of 
shares in a company having the name of the company 
mentioned in the prospectus, he is bound to go, within 
a, reasonable time, and satisfy himself.of the contents of 
the memorandum and articles of association; and if he 
do not do so, he must be taken, at the expiration of that 


reasonable time, to have acquiesced in the provisions of: 
the memorandum and articles, even though they may 


materially vary from the prospectus. This principle 
seems a very intelligible one, and carries with it a con- 
siderable element of protection for the rights of créeditors 
of the company. 

We will briefly state the facts of the principal case. 
The prospectus of the Madrid Bank was issued in May, 
1863, and, after describing the want felt by traders in 
Spain of a bank to facilitate the operations of their busi- 
ness, it went on to say—“This bank is designed, by 
means of an establishment at Madrid, and branches in 
the provinces, under the direction of the chief office in 
London, to meet this great deficiency.” Mr. Wilkinson, 
having seen this prospectus, applied, on the 13th May, 
for twenty shares in thisbank. On this same 13th May 
the company was registered. The memorandum of as- 
sociation, which was then registered, stated the objects 
of the company to be the transacting “of banking busi- 
ness in London, and by means of banks, branch banks, or 
agencies at other places in the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, and in the kingdom of Spain, and 
its colonies and dependencies, and elsewhere beyond the 
limits of the United Kingdom,” thus apparently allowing 
the directors, if so- disposed, to establish a jeint 
stock bank on the shores of the Lake Albert Nyanza. 
But the memorandum went much further than this, 
as it permitted the advancing of money on almost 
every conceivable species of security, and inthis 
respect went far beyond what is called legitimate 
banking business. ’ 

On the 29th June, 1863, Mr. Wilkinson received 
an allotment of twenty shares, in accordance with 
his application,-and on the 2nd July he paid the 
sum of £1 per share due upon the allotment. On the 
13th July a call of £3 per share was made on all the 
shares of the company, and this call Mr. Wilkinson paid 
upon the 14th August, 1863. Toward the end of 1864 
it seems to have been thought that, notwithstanding the 
anxious desire of Spanish traders to see a joint-stock 
bank established in Madrid, there was no prospect of 
carrying on the business of the Madrid Bank (Limited) 
with success; for, on the 20th November, 1864, a meeting 
of the shareholders was convened, to We held on the 15th 
December, for the purpose of considering whether the 
company should be wound up voluntarily. This meet- 
ing was held accordingly, and at it resolutions were 
passed to wind up the company voluntarily, and these 
resolutions were duly confirmed at a subsequent meeting 
held on the 19th January, 1865. At both these meetings 
Mr. Wilkinson was present. On the 18th March, 1865, 
an order was made to wind up the company compulsorily. 
Up to this time Mr. Wilkinson made no attempt to repu- 
diate his shares, but he afterwards sought to be removed 
from the list of contributories upoa the ground of the varia- 
tion between the prospectus and the memorandum of asso- 
ciation, In support of his application he made an affidavit, 
in which he stated that he should not have applied for, or 


| accepted, the shares, had he been aware of the 





variation 
between the prospeetus and the memorandum of associa- 

tion. He swore also that before the 20th November, 1864, 

he did not see the memorandum or articles of association, 
but he did not swear that he was, up to that time, igno. 

rant of their contents. Under these circumstances the 

Master of the Rolls refused to remove Mr. Wilkinson's 

name from the list of contributories, and, upon appeal 

to the Lords Justices, this decision was affirmed. 

Lord Justice Turner seems to have rested his decision 
mainly upon the fact that Mr. Wilkinson had not distinctly 
pleaded ignorance of the variation, in consequence of 
which he claimed a right to be released from his liability, 
On the contrary, his affidavit was quite consistent with 
his having had, long before the 20th November, 1864, full 
information of the contents.of the memorandum and 
articles of association, though he had never seen those 
documents. His Lordship is reported to have said that, 
“In every such case, where a man came to the Court to 
be released from his liability, the Court must expect from 
him a clear and distinct statement that he did not know 
of the variation of which he complained.” And not 
finding such a statement his Lordship thought that Mr. 
Wilkinson was not entitled to have his name removed 
from the list of contributories. _Lord Cairns, however, 
though he based his judgment upon two grounds, the 
second of which coincided with that on which Lord Justice 
Turner mainly relied; and though, therefore, his judg- 
ment. is capable of being supported upon that ground - 
alone; yet, in the first reason which he gives, it appears to 
us entirely to cut away the ground from the decisions in 
Stewart’s case and Ship’s case. His Lordship is reported 
to have said that “it had been rightly held in previous 
eases (and particularly in Kisch v. The Central Railway 
Company of Venezuela, 13 W. R. 1006), that a person who 
had agreed to take shares in a company, must be taken 
to be acqaainted with the contents of the memorandum 
and articles of association, unless within. a reasonable | 
time he took steps to repudiate his contract.. In a case 
like the present, where the memorandum and articles were 
not in existence when the application for the shares was 
made, the person who applied for shares would be entitled — 
to a reasonable time within which to go and look at the 
memorandum and articles.” In the present case his 
Lordship thought that, independently of any actual 
knowledge by Mr. Wilkinson of the contents of the 
memorandum, the time which elapsed before he made” 
any attempt to repudiate his shares was utterly unreason- 
able, and, therefore, for this and the other reason, his 
name must remain upon the list of contributories. 

Now,in Stewart’s case.and Ship’s case, it appears to us 
that precisely the same reasoning would have applied; but 
in both those cases it was held enough for the person seek- 
ing to have his name removed from the register to show . 
that as soon as he had actual knowledge of the matter of 
which he complained, he took steps to repudiate his posi- 
tion asa shareholder, Nothing in the way of construc- 
tive notice was there imputed to the applicant, because 
he had not informed himself of the contents of the memo- 
randum or articles of association, though in both those 
cases a time had elapsed (in the one case seven or eight 
months, in. the other a year), before the repudiation 
which we cannot help thinking that Lord Cairns would 
have held to be “ utterly unreasonable.” 

We think, therefore, that the principal case deserves 
attention, as possibly the first step in a course of decisions 
differing materially from those which haye been lately 
given. 





Court or Cuanceny Apreats.—On Saturday a return 
(moved for by Mr. Freshfield) was issued, showing that from the 
2nd of November, 1865, until the rising of the court for the Long 


Vacation in 1866, there were 102 appeals in Chancery set down 
to be heard by the Lord Chancellor and Lord Justices. In the 
course of the same time, the Lord Chancellor heard 34 appeals, 
the Full Court 3, and the Lords Justices, 8. The gs Serre 
delivered were 155, judgments where the the ustices 
ae 1, and left standing for judgment when the Court rose, 
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: REAL PROPERTY LAW. 


CONDITIONS OF SALE. 
Boss v, Helsham, Ex. 15 W. R. 259. 
This case, although heard in a common law court, may 
“pe better noticed under the present branch of current de- 
cisions, as relating to the practice of conveyancing, and 
particularly toa part of it which is of equitable much 
more frequently than of legal cognisance. Itislikely to 
cause some modification in the form of the condition of 
‘gale respecting misdescription, and the forms of any other 
‘of the conditions which are not obviously confined in 
‘their application to the transaction of the sale before it 
is completed by the conveyance. The decision in the 
Exchequer, which has given a more extended application 
to the ordinary stipulation, that if any error, mis-state- 
ment, or omission in the particulars be discovered, it 
shall not annul the sale, but be the subject of com- 
pensation, will have come on practitioners as a surprise. 
The more modern stipulation, it may be, is that no com- 
pensation at all shall be allowed. by the vendor, for con- 
ditions of sale grow bolder with each new edition of 
ents. Where, however, the older form continues 
to be used, it must no longer be presumed that the 
discovery of the error, mis-statement, or omission may 
not be made after the execution of the conveyance and 
payment of the purchase-money. 
‘What has been the understanding in the profession of 
the object and intention of conditions of sale may be 
\ tewetag from the general observations in Mr. Davidson’s 
Conveyancing on this head. Speaking of the difficulty 
“and responsibility of framing such conditions, he charac- 
‘terises them as undertaking to defend the title against 
the objections of the whole world. In treating of com- 
pensation itself, he commences with the remark that, 
upon examining the abstract and investigating the title 
to'and identity of the property sold, certain matters are 
often discovered which make it necessary to consider 
vwhether any compensation can be allowed on either side, 
‘or whether the whole agreement must fail; that hence 
“provision respecting compensation is almost always made. 
“The author thus clearly treats the conditions as being 
the stipulations by which the vendor and purchaser are 
.to be bound in the negotiations for the purpose of com- 
pleting the purchase. It is an established doctrine that 
-the terms by which the rights of the parties are to be 
; governed in the transaction will not be construed with 
stigid technicality, but as men of business would com- 
‘monly read them. What does a purchaser ordinarily 
“understand by “the sale?” His ready anwer would be, 
“what he has done in the auction-room; a matter, he would 
‘allow, requiring further proceedings, just as a sale of chat- 
tels may require delivery in order to perfect it, but still in 
itself asale. The usual form of the written contract 
confirms this understanding, “ I hereby acknowledge that 
on the eale by auction this day, &c.” So in the case of 
a private contract there is a sale by the argreemeng itself, 
subject to conditions.» If the conditions themselves of 
apublic sale be glanced at in their order, they are found 
to regulate the biddings—the valuation of the timber 
within a fixed time—the commencement of the title and 
«matters touching the abstract; the evidence of title; the 
expense of verification; the identity of the parcels; com- 
pensation for misdescription; the payment of the purchase- 
-Money;-‘and, the conveyance, the possession, the limit of 
time for taking objections, and, lastly, on failure of the 
purchaser to comply with the conditions, the stipula- 
‘tion for forfeittite of the deposit and re-sale. Such pro- 
Visions correspond with the successive parts of the trans- 
-action in ‘their order from the contract for sale to the 
completion. | ee 
The case was fully argued on all the points which 
‘could be raised in favour of the usual and presumable 
‘construction of conditions of sale with regard to the time 
of their operation, so that we are now only desirous 
of pointing out, by way of warning, the fact, with the 





on which it rests, that an important point has 
been decided contrary to the received opinion of practi- 
tioners. The particular misdescription was of the 
amount of the rent. The Chief Baron admitted that, ag 
a general rule, where a mistake was discovered after con- 
veyance, there was no remedy of law, and no court of 
equity would interfere because the application came too 
late. But here the parties, in order to avoid any such 
questions, had entered into a express agreement, 
that, if any mistake were made, a reasonable com- 
peneation or equivalent should be given. Coun- 
sel had sought to impress on the Court that this was to 
be limited to mistakes discovered before conveyance. 
“But why should we so limit it? No distinction is 
made in the words of the condition between mistakes 
disclosed before conveyance and after. But, on the con- 
trary, to avoid all doubt upon such points, and to pre- 
clude the necessity of inquiry, the parties have entered 
into an express agreement unqualified either as to time 
or otherwise.” The novelty—we say it without any dis- 
respect—in this view of the duty of a purchaser’s solicitor 
in carrying out a sale, is a further proof of the divergence 
of the decision of the case from received opinion. The 
solicitor would, we apprehend, incur danger, if, in reliance 
on the compensation condition, isolated thus from the rest 
of the document, he were to think himself relieved from 
the duty of examination, before payment of the pur- 
chase-money, into the correctness of the particular. Hf 
his client, as in the case before us, after completion 
brought an action against the vendor for compensation, 
and from any mishap suffered loss, it would scarcely be 
an answer to a subsequent action by the client against 
the solicitor to say that the solicitor was relieved from 
inquiry by the condition in question ; in effect, that he 
was entitled by it to leave his client to find out any 
error or misdescription in the subject-matter as best. he 
might from experience, from time to time, until perhaps 
the remedy might be barred by the statute itself.. It is 
right to mention that the Chief Baron was not alone in 
his opinion, but that Channell and Pigott, BB., equally 
regarded the condition as a special contract between the 
parties to keep alive indefinitely the right to compensa- 
tion. 

There is no doubt that where a sale is made under 
a decree of the Court of Chancery, a purchaser may, 
after conveyance, obtain out of a fund in the cause com- 
pensation for an error in the particular, as in Can” y¥. 
Cann, 3 Sim. 447. But the ground of this relief seéms 
to be not the condition of sale, but the refusal of the 
Court to allow any legal proceeding against the patties 
who have acted in carrying out its decree. The Court 
does not determine the right at law, but exercises a juris- 
diction of its own in the matter. Lord St. Leonards 
treats the case of Cann v. Cann independently of the sti- 
pulation between the parties, for the sale had, in fact, been 
made with a condition for compensation. After noticing 
that where the Court, having given possession to, the 
purchaser on a title approved by him, has done all.it 
can for him, the purchaser.@annot afterwards: ebject to 
the application of,hé” purchase-money, Lord St.) Led- 
nards pr :#But this does not apply toa sale undér 
the court where'#@fie rent is misrepresented ; for al- 
though the money be paid into court, and possession be 
delivered, and a conveyance executed, yet the Court will 
give to the purchaser out of the funds in court a com- 
pensation for the misrepresentation.”. Thus the author, 
without a word of any agreement, contrasts compensq- 
tion for misrepresentation of rent with compensation for 
bad title. Boss v. Helsham does not rest on authority, 
but on the peculiar view taken by the Exchequer of the 
agreement. ; 

To obviate the inconvenience with which vendors are 
threatened by this case, we would recommend that the 
word “discovered” in the usual form, be qualified by 
the introduction of some such words as “ before com- 
pletion of the purchase.” The clause may then be, “the 
property is believed, and shall be taken to be correctly 
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descritel, &c.; and if any error, mis-statement, or omis- 
‘sion in the particular, be discovered before completion of 
the purchase, compensation shall be allowed or given by 
the vendor or purchaser, as the case may require, such 
compensation to be settled, &c.” As the law stands at 
present, the vendor who sells with the condition for com- 
pensation, if he would be secure at law as well as in 
equity, must take his choice between some such expe- 
‘dient and the Statute of Limitations. 








REVIEW. 

The Practice in Equity by Way of Revivor and Supplement, 
with Forms of Orders and Appendix of Bills. By 
Lortus LricH PEMBERTON, of the Chancery Registrars’ 
Qffice. . London : Stevens & Haynes. 1867. 

’ This is alittle book, and it treats of a little subject, about 

which jt is surprising how little isknown. We freely con- 

fess that, until we read Mr. Pemberton’s book, we had no 
idea of the extent of our own ignorance. 

The practice of revivor an aupplement, as it existed 
before the Act of 1852 (15 & 16 Vict. c. 86), con- 
tained a mass of minute regulations depending upon 
arbitrary and almost infinitesimal distinctions, which 
determined, or were supposed to govern, the question 
whether the remedy was by, (1) bill of revivor; (2) 
supplemental bill ; (8) bill of revivor and supplement ; (4 
original bill in the nature of a bill of revivor; (5) origina 
bill in the nature of a supplemental bill. Now, although 
the slightest error in the selection of the appropriate form 
of bill might, and often did, prove fatal, yet, in the first four 
of these cases, ‘there was no practical difference in the 
operation of the bill. We do not, of course, overlook the 
fact that a simple bill of revivor did not ordinarily require 
to be brought to hearing, as the other bills did, but that 
arose ety from the fact that it contained no issuable 
matter, and the operation of the orders made in any of 
the other bills (of the second, third, or fourth kind) was, 
when made, precisely similar to that of the common order of 
revivor. The distinctions, then, between these four kinds of 
bills, which were highly arbitrary, seem to have been 
purely technical, but between them on the one hand, 
and bills of the fifth kind on the other, there was a 
very practical distinction indeed—namely, that in this case 
the defendant might, in those he might not, make a new de- 
fence. We hott therefore have a priori expected to find 
that the Procedure Act, in introducing a new and improved 
practice, for the purpose of reducing orders of course to 
their proper position, would have adopted this’ distinction ; 
and that it would either have been distinctly enacted, or 
held by the Court as matter of construction, that, ‘in all 
cases in which the plaintiff would have, before the Act, 
been entitled to proceed by a bill to which the defendant 
was not allowed to make any defence, except a traverse of 
the new allegations, should now be taken by supplemental 
order ; and that, in all cases in which he would have been 
put to file an original bill in the nature of a supple- 
mental bill, he still continued under the same necessity. 
This, though intelligible, would still have been complicated, 
and would no doubt have been open to the objection that it 
expressly required a familiarity with the obsolete practice, 
and therefore kept on foot the learning it was designed to 
abolish ; and it is possible that some such fecling may have 
led the Legislature, instead of thus eee this par- 
ticular distinction as the basis of the new practice, to at- 
tempt to specify the cases in whieh orders of course 
of the different kinds there mentioned, might be ob- 
tained. However this may be, the result has been 
disastrous. As Mr. Pemberton shows, it is probable 
that no one of all the above-mentioned, five kinds 
of bills is wholly obsolete, and yet it is certain that every 
one of them is partially superseded. Moreover, ‘the Legis- 
lature having attempted an enumeration of the cases to 
which the new rules were to apply, and that: enumeration 
being very imperfect, it follows b necessary implication 
that the old practice continues in the cases not enumerated, 
but as it is also extremely vague, it is very difficult in a 
vast namber of cases to determine whether they are enu- 
saerated or not. Accordingly, we find that the history of 
the practice in the few years next following the passing of 
the Act was one continued struggle between the judges who 
desired to include and the judges who desired to exclude 





the doubtful cases (i. ¢., the majority of the cases which 
occur in everyday practice), Fortunately for those who did 
not desire to see the Act reduced almost ta a dead letter in 
this respect, the Lords Justices, after some vacillation, de- 
clared Drones on the side of inclusion, and, accordingly, 
the cases of Eyre v. Brett, 13 W. R. 763, and Collyer x, 
Collyer,* decided 12th June, 1866, have rather tended to 
widen the scope of the Act which the prior decisions of 
Dendy v. Dendy, 5 W. BR. 221; Williams v. Williams, 9 
W. BR. 296, and Lawrie v. Crush, 32 Beay. 117, had threat- 
ened to narrow to a very small com These cases seem 
finally to have settled the practice in accordance with the 
view taken by Vice-Chancellor Stuart in Jackson v. Wa 

1 Giff. 30, and against the opinion of the other three j 

of first instance in the cases above mentioned. In the cages 
of Atkinson v. Parker, 1 W. R. 50, and Freeman v, Pen. 
aington, 10 W. R. 184, however, their Lordships extended 
the statutory remedy to cases to which Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart had declined to apply it, so that they may fairly be 
said to have been opposed to the whole body of inferior 
judges on this question. How involved the question is, and 
ta little principle there is to be extracted from the deci. 
sions, may be illustrated by a comparison of the cases of 
James vy. Harding, 3 W. R. 474, where Vice-Chancellor 
Wood, after decree, admitted the assignees of a sole plaintiff 
(a mortgagee seeking foreclosure) by supplemental order, and 
Wilson v. Auchterloney, 1 W. R. 34, where Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart refused a similar order in the case of incumbrancers 
found by the master’s report to be necessary parties. 

Mr. Pemberton has, with great care, brought together 
and classified all these conflicting cases, and has, as far as 
may be, deduced principles which will probably be applied 
to future cases, but notwithstanding that the Act has now 
been fifteen years in operation, and that he finds occasion 
to cite about 350 cases, all bearing upon a question appa- 
rently so narrow, he is forced to admit that in a pe of 
possible states of circumstances it is still matter of conjec- 
ture whether the Act applies or not. In short, it may fairly 
be said of this question, as Kant said of his own philosophy, 
that Mr. Pemberton seems to be ‘‘ the only man living ho 
knows anything about it, and he doesn’t.’ 

In one respect alone we have a serious complaint against 
Mr. Pemberton. Several of his authorities are cited from 
the Weekly Notes, a publication which is not -only utterly 
useless for all purposes of reference, but which does not even 
pretend to contain citable reports ; and this is done even 
when good reports of the cases required are extant elsewhere. 
This should not be. 

The book opens with a short account of the practice as it 
existed before the Act, which goes further towards making 
it intelligible than anything we have hitherto seen, but we 
cannot flatter ourselves or Mr. Pemberton that it wholly 
effects that object; we doubt, indeed, whether. it 
the quality of intelligibility. The reader will also finda 
copious assortment of precedents of bills, statements, and 
orders, and we venture to assert that his first impres- 
sion will be astonishment at finding that so apparentl 
small a point admitted of so many distinct precedents. If 
there should be any phase of the subject left to which none 
of Mr. Pemberton’s forms will be found applicable, we 
should be forced to regard it as a further illustration of the 
infinite divisibility of matter. 





COURTS. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

March 7.—Thomson’s Divorce Bill.—The Lord Chancellor 
took his seat on the woolsack at half-past eleven o'clock this 
morning. 

Their Lordship’s proceeded to hear counsel and evidence 
in support of the prayer of the petition for this bill. 

The petitioner, who was domiciled in Ireland, prayed that 
his woe» with his now wife might be dissolved, and that 
he might be enabled to marry again on the ground of the 
adultery of that lady. 

Sir George Honyman, Q.C., Mr. Hannen, and Mr. 
Johnstown “i for the petitioner, There was no opposi 
tion to the bill. _ 

The bill was read a’se¢ond time. 


* This case is reported 1 Ly R. Eq. 482, but that report, as Mr. 
Pemberton remarks (and a reference to the regi trar’s minute veri- 
fies his observation) is notcorrect. The order really made is given 
by Mr. Pemberton at page 57. 
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- The Lorp CHANCELLOR remarked that it was contrary 
40 the practices of that House for three counsel to be 
p in a case of this description, Such an irre- 
’ must not occur again. 
COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr, Commissioner GovLBURN.) 


- |. March 4.—In Re George Frederick Druce—This case has 


Deen fr q tly menti d 
This was the sitting for discharge. Mr. Graham, the 
official assignee, stated that only £90 had come into his 
ds 


hands. 

Mr. Munns, for the assignee, stated that they had exa- 
mined the bankrupt fully as to the character of the alleged 
assets, but the result was not favourable. About £290 had 
come into the hands of the assignees, and £200 had been ap- 
plied in ering current expenses. The a did not 
gsk for urther adjournment, believing that the only 
effect would be to dissipate the small remaining amount of 


ts. 
Mr. Lawrance for the bankrupt, said that Mr. Thorpe, a 
ereditor, had opposed at the last sitting, and had obtained 
eave to examine the be at a private sitting ; that 





sitting had recently been held, but the creditor declined to 
take any in it, alleging that he had not had sufficient 
motice of the meeting. 


' Mr. Reed, for the opposing creditor, complained of the 
want of notice, and asked for an adjournment, with a view 
to another ea sitting being held. 

Ultimately an adjournment was ordered, the question of 
costs being reserved. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


CERTIFICATE TAX. 
~ Sir,—I am glad to find you have, in your last issue, 
drawn the attention of the profession to the second reading 
‘of Mr. Denman’s bill. I trust the provincial law societies 
“will be up and stirring between this and the 2nd 2" April. 
bp So: 





Common Law JupGEs. 


- Sir, —You were good enough in your number of the 16th 
4o insert a letter of mine, to which ‘‘ Lex” has replied in 
‘that of the 23rd. 

I venture to think that many isi prius decisions are of 
‘very t authority, and that judges of great eminence con- 
stantly consider themselves bound by them just as if they were 
@ecisions of four judges in banco. ‘Did your correspondent 
‘ever hear of Campbell’s Reports? No doubt the circum- 
stance of these four sitting together so often makes each to 
‘some extent doubtful of relying on his own powers, ina 
‘way a Vice-Chancellor does not ; that is the very reason so 
‘many should not sit together, as Sir R. Palmer argued in 
the debate in the House on the 22nd of February, and I 
think very satisfactorily. 

It is curious, too, that this debate answers your corres- 

ndent’s next argument. There was a general complaint 

+ too many appeals are at present open to a litigant, and 
‘yet Bind correspondent says ‘‘that a dissatisfied litigant 
would be unlikely to pay the same deference to the decision 
‘of one common eae ge, as if the united opinions of four 
judges were against him.” It was proposed in the debate 
t but one — should be permitted, and the Exchequer 
Chamber got rid of, and that might easily be done if one 
Judge decided what four decide now. As it is, it (as pointed 
out in the debate) amounts to a farce to have the reiterated 
opinion of a judge in the House of Lords who has already 
given it in the Queen’s Bench or the Exchequer Chamber, 
and there is a great waste of judicial strength in consequence. 
It is very true that two heads are generally better than one, 
‘and, a fortiori, four than one; but, unfortunately, four 
cannot be got at together or so readily as one. We do not 
find that tho appeals in chancery are in larger proportion than 
at common law, when the difference in jurisdiction 

and the amounts at stake are taken into account, 1 do not 
know if your correspondent proposes that four Vice-Chan- 
ors should sit instead of one,.as at present, but he seems 

‘to say that ‘the ill-considered conclusions of one judge, 
unassisted by the matured and careful judgments of fis 
‘brethren, are very unsatisfactory, and he ‘ might" apply 
the same test” to my argument that “if one judge in 
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chancery is able to adjudicate on the most important matters, 


‘he ought to be able to do so also at common law.” If he 


means this, he is not very complimentary to the chancery 

judges.* I hope your readers will carefully study the 

debate, more especially Sir R. Palmer’s speech. , 
A MANAGING CLERK. 





LiFe PEERAGES. 

Sir,—I cannot understand the grounds on which the same 
persons who, on the one hand, complain of the inefficiency 
of the House of Lords as a Court of appeal, on the other, 
object so vehemently to the introduction of ‘‘ new blood,” 
and that, intellectually at least, of the highest order, into 
that august body. 

A cursory examination of the Roll of the Lords Spiritual 
&c., just issued, will show that, with the exception of a few 
historic names, such as Stanley, Russell, and one or two 
others, the very creme de la créme of the House consists of 
the descendants of law lords, who seem to be, as a rule, 
the very best source from which to furnish the House with 
that constant infusion’ of “fresh importations” which is, 
admittedly, essential to its permanence. I cannot  there- 
fore see the justice or propriety of the following remark of 
the Pall Mall Gazette, in its article on Sir Roundell Palmer’s 
speech the other night—a speech in which the Pall Malt 

azette censures much that is excellent, while it selects for 
praise the only part which seems to me utterly inde- 
fensible:— 

**It is impossible so to strengthen the House of Lords as 
to make it a really efficient tribunal, while the conditions 
of making a law peer shall be in general—first, that he be 
old, and, secondly, that he be childless. The arrears can- 
not be kept down, and it is melancholy to think of the 
amount of misery which is occasioned by the incurable 
weakness of this our highest and most important tribunal.” 

I am glad to see that in the case of the two new law peers 
the first condition applies to but one, the second to neither. 
And in sooth I cannot see any conceivable reason why it 
should be more essential to extinguish the xoblesse de la 
robe in the first generation than the noblesse de Vepée, 
or that other element which consists of worn-out meme 
bers of the House of Commons, of the Lyveden and 
Hyliton stamp. - If the country begrudges to the ser- 
vices of the most eminent lawyers in the country the re- 
muneration which is given without hesitation to any gentle- 
man who has distinguished himself by ho imcom- 
petence as a cabinet minister, all I can say is, that it deserves 
to be inefficiently served. The true remedy for the existing 
evils in this respect is to give pecrages freely to the most 
eminent judges, and to enable them to retire on their pen- 
sion before they have served their whole fifteen years’ term, 
on condition of their sitting daily in the House during the 
remainder of that term. If life peerages are not confined fo 
the law lords the Upper House will soon lose its hereditary 
character : if they are it is to be hoped that no lawyer of 
character and position could be induced to accept one, I 
have always deeply regretted that Lord W e, to 
whom the matter was of no personal moment whatever, 
was induced to lend the weight of his sanction to a pro- 
ceeding so derogatory to the profession of which he is, in 
all other respects, so bright an ornament. M. A. 





Our INVADERS. 

Sir,—I think the remarks of ‘‘ A City Soliciter;” in your 
last number, are well worthy of being attended to. Classes 
of persons to whom he refers are very appropriately styled 
invaders, for, beyond doubt, they are strivin to 
drive legitimate practitioners from the ground hitherto 
exclusively assigned to them. It is high time to look sharp, 
because the attitude of these persons is becoming every day 
more threatening and their position more alarming. 

To write against such abuses is the merest waste of time, 
ink, and paper. 

There may be some use in trying to write down a fashion. 

Crinolines, they say, have tan got rid of chief 
through the press; and chignons are now being assail 
with the hope of bringing them into contempt; but one 
may as well try to prevent the tide up 
river by the force of ean article as to stop by: simi- 
lar means the torrent of legal quacks which is now 
threatening to inundate the metropolis. The only possible 

* We so far concur with “ Lex,” that we think the decision of important 
causes by a single judge very unaatisfactory.—Ed. S.J. > 
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or probable means of putting an end to them is by legis. 
Jation, and by the active hostility of the superior and 
inferior judges to their practices. A penal enactment, 
comprehensively worded, would, no doubt, considerabl 
abate the evil ; while the disfavour of judges towards liti- 

ts whose cases are put into the hands of these quacks 
or their agents, or emissaries, would very much tend to 
deter ein from placing their interests in the hands of 
such persons (I don’t mean, of course, that a judge should 
act unfairly ; but he could do a good deal by a repri- 
mand). 

I should suggest that a meeting of the prerenien ought 
to be convened, at which the bar should be invited to 
attend, and that resolutions should there be drawn up 
and conveyed to judges and legal members of Parliament 
by a deputation from the meeting. If some few influen- 
tial members of both branches of the profession (for it 
concerns both almost equally) were to interest themselves 
in the matter, soas to bring about a well-attended meeting, 
there is no doubt that something could in this way be done to 
protect the interests of the legitimate portion of legal prac- 
titioners. 

I would be happy to give a small contribution towards 
defraying any expenses that may attend the holding of 
the meeting and any subsequent proceedings. 

BREAKERS-A-HEAD. 





EVIDENCE. 

Sir,—Although I fully concur with you as tothe unsound- 
ness of some of the premises of “J. A.” in his letter pub- 
lished in your last number, yet I fully endorse his con- 
clusion, that a prisoner ought to be allowed to give evidence 
in his own defence. I am ready to admit that there would 
be very strong temptation to a person in that position to 
perjure himself; but is it necessary for me to remind you 
of the obvious answer to this, that there also is very strong 
temptation in the way of a plaintiff or defendant to do the 
same in a civil proceeding? * Every one may not think 
the temptation equally strong in the latter as it would be in 
the former case ; but there are many who do think so, and 
iam one of them. I think the fear of losing his money is 
to a substantial man just as strong a motive to commit 
perjury as the fear of losing his liberty is to a poor man. 
At all events I think the former motive is certainly strong 
enough ; and you corroborate this opinion by your statement 
in one of your foot notes, viz. :—that the admission of 
parties in evidence to give evidence has added to the mass 
of perjury. And yet you say that the late changes in the 
law are on the whole an improvement, why? I presume 
because they have tended to bring out the truth.t Now 1 
am prepared to admit that the admission of prisoners to 
give evidence in their own favour would probably add still 
more to the mass of perjury ; but if it would facilitate the 
coming at the truth, I should like to know why you look 
with disfavour on this proposal. I see you make the liability 
of the prisoner to be cross-examined, and the objection on 
the ground that it would often torture him into a confession. 
Well, if he is gnilty, I desire nothing better.t My wish is 
that the truth should be established at any cost. And if he 
should be guiltless, I ask is it — that in one case out 
of a thousand a a, would, to use the often quoted 
phrase, “convict himself out of his own mouth ?’’§ 

I am sorry I cannot endorse the modification you place 
on J. A’s.” proposition, that all testimony which might in 
any degree serve to manifest the truth, ought to be received 
unless the clearest necessity is shown for its exclusion. 
You say not unless it would be more probably true than 
false. I respectfully submit that this is scarcely consistent 
with your approval of the late changes, notwithstanding 
that they have added to the mass of perjury. I would, 
moreover, ask, whether in the majority of cases the evidence 
of plaintiff and defendant in support of their respective 
cases ig not more likely to be false than true?) This, to 





* And we know that they do so dally.—Ep. 8. J. 

f On the whole, there is, in a case resulting merely in damages, more 
probability of truth than falsehood in the evidence of the parties. We 
doubt if this would be so in criminal cases.—Ep. %. J. 

4 That is the of argument in favour of the rack and thumb-screw, 
Which are we think, quite as fagitinate means of extorting confession, 
96 CT084 examination —Ep, $, J, 

The unfortanate major who has given such contradictory evidence 
at Waterford may answer this qnestion.—Ed, $, J. 

§ We think not, A great deal of it is false, but the risk of loss of cha- 

me i , is generally greater than the stake at issue in the cause,— 
LD. Beds 





be sure, is rather a contemptuous estimate of human nature + 
but I believe it is not unfair, and if it be well founded, f 
don’t see how your condition can be reasonably insisted on: 
I trust, sir, you will pardon me for having taken the liberty 
of differing from you. JUSTICIA, 
[Our opinion’ upon this subject has been given so o 

and so fully that oe do not think it neteasiee to Pty it 
further, though we have noted some of the salient points ag 
we went along. Of course this part of our columns is open, 
to any view of the subject—Ed. S. J.] 





FoREIGN CONVEYANCING. 

Sir,—Would one of your readers be good enough to 

inform me what assurance should be made use of under the: 
following circumstances, viz. :— 

‘* A.” having taken out a vatent in France, and severaf 
other countries, for a certain machine, has entered int 
the following arrangements with ‘‘B.,” viz.:— , 

For a consideration ‘*A.” has agreed to assign absolutely 
to ‘*B.” the French patent; and to grant him a per cen 
of the profits to be derived from the sale, &c., of the said 
machine in the various other countries where such patent 
is also taken out, in consideration of ‘‘B.” as his agent, 
doing his best to facilitate such sale, &c., and “B.” for 
that purpose, is to be appointed the agent of ‘ A.” 

The question therefore is what assurance is necessary td 
carry the #bove arrangements into effect in order to make 
it binding in France and the several other countries, and 
whether it would not be necessary to have such assurance 
registered, and where. Lex. 





MALPRACTICES AT AUCTIONS. 

Sir,—Your correspondent ‘‘R.T.’s” statement of what 
he witnessed at a furniture auction-room very much sur- 
prised me. He says that he observed a number of low 
persons, who would probably be accurately described by 
the vulgar word ‘‘ laofers,” one after another, abstracti 
a handful of hair out of mattresses in the view of the 
anctioneer. All I willsay is, that it seems incomprehen, 
sible tome that he (the auctioneer) did not prevent them. 

I presume no one has a right to take away a portion of 
the property exposed for sale, He may examine it if he 
chooses, but he can do that without subsequently put- 
ting it into his pocket. I therefore think the auctioneer 
is to be blamed for not preventing them. But your cor- 
respondent will ask how this can be done? I will ask 
him how he would recommend an auctioneer to treat 
similar person who came into an auction-room, and whe 
on taking for examination into his hand a watch, whic 
is to be sold, coolly puts it into his pocket? Let him be 
physically prevented from doing so, and after being ad- 
wits Be if he show signs of repeating the attempt, let him 
be removed for misconduct. If A has succeeded in 
pocketing anything, and refuses to give it up, I don’t see 
why the assistance of a wag costable may not be called 
in for another purpose than his removal. I really cannot 
see how any auctioneer can find a difficulty in dealing 
with the case provided he is not afraid of losing his custer 
mers. PuBLicus. 

P.S.—I don’t think it makes any difference in point 
of law, and certainly not in common sense, whether a per- 
son takes the whole of one valuable article or a part of 
another. P. 





— 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Georcr Parton, Esq., her Majesty's Advocate for Seot- 
land, to be Justice Clerk and President of the second divi- 
sion of the Court of Session, vice, the Right Hon, Johm 
Inglis, now Lord Justice General. 

Epwanp SrraTugarn Gonrpon, Esq., herMajesty’s Advd- 
cate for Scotland, to be Solicitor-General for Scotland, vice 
George Patton, now Lord Justice Clerk, 

James Huorn Dovorass, of Market Harborough, in the 
county of Leicester, Gent,, to be a Commissioner to 
nister oaths in Chancery, 

Joux Wison Fanpers, of Sandown, Isle of Wight, 
Gent., to be a Commissioner to administer oaths in Chan- 
cery. 

Mr, Caryn Avavervs Cunwoon, deputy town clerk af 
Liverpool, to be town clerk of Leeds. 
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“WILLIAM FARNFIELD, of Parson’s-hill, Woolwich, Gen- 
. to be a London Commissioner to administer oaths in 
e High Court of Chancery. 

- Joun MiLuaR, Esq., Advocate, to be Solicitor-General for 
Scotland. 


 Epwarp STRATHEARN Gorpon, Esq., to be her Majesty’s 
Advocate for Scotland. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, March 1. 
New PEERs. 
Lord Cotonsay and Lord Carrns took the oaths, sub- 
scribed the roll, and took their seats. The noble lords were 
introduced by Lord Redesdale and Lord Romilly. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, March 1. 
JURYMEN IN THE METROPOLIs. 

Mr. Lusk asked the Solicitor-General whether it was his 
opinion that a measure could be devised to fix the day 
en jurymen were actually required to attend, and to make 
the fees of special jurymen more in accordance with the time 
they were compelled to serve, and if it would not be to the 
public interest that trials should be shortened. 

The SonicrrorR-GENERAL said that he feared that no regu- 
lation could be devised which would enable the precise day 
to be fixed when the attendance of jurymen would be ac- 
tually required. It would be easy to make the fees higher, 
‘but would it not be a fairer adjustment to give better remu- 
meration to common jurymen. It would not be for the 
public advantage that trials should be shortened, for the 
general complaint now was that the trials were too short, 
nor did he know of any means by which they could be made 


shorter. 
LAw oF MASTER AND SERVANT. 

Lord Excuo asked the Home Secretary what were the in- 
tentions of the Goverhment with reference to this subject. 
Last session a committee, which inquired into the law, had 
unanimously recommended certain amendments, and their 
resolutions had been substantially approved by a committee 
representing the united trades of the country, and he a 
his right kon. friend, who was entitled to great credit for his 
action with respect to trades’ unions, would undertake to 
deal also with this question, which was one of no less impor- 
tance, affecting.as it did unionists and non-unionists alike. 

Mr. E. Porrer thought the question was so much mixed 
“4 with the subject of trades’ unions, that it would be bet- 

to await the result of that inquiry than to institute hasty 
legislation. 
r. CANDLISH contra. 

Mr. Powe 1, Q.C., concurred in the request that this sub- 
ject should be taken in hand by the Government without 
any unnecessary loss of time, There was a wide-spread 
fecling among employers, and an universal opinion among 
workmen, that the present state of the law was unjust, alk 
that it placed the workman in a condition of undue inferi- 
rity to his employer. 

Mr, WALPOLE said that this subject ought to be taken 
into consideration at an early period, and that béth the 
House and the Government equally desired to entertain it. 
He was engaged in communication with the Attorney- 
General on this matter, and, without any positive pledge to 
introduce a bill, he would give his best attention to the sub- 
ject, and do his best to bring in a measure, 

Monday, March 4. 
CapPiraAL PUNISHMENT IN Prisons Bint, &c. 

In reply to Mr, Ewant, 

Mr. WALro.x said that he proposed to put off the Capital 
Panishment in Prisons Bill and the Law of Murder Amend- 
ment Bill to Friday week. 

Sir G. Bowyer gave notice that, in the event of the latter 
bill being read a second time, he would move that it be re- 
ferred to a select committee. 

Tuesday, March 5, 

, Murper Law AmenpMENT Butt, 

Mr, Ewarr I coh notice that on Friday, the 15th inst,, on 
the second reading of this bill, he would move an amend- 





ment to the effect that it was inexpedient any longer to in- 
flict the punishment of death for murder. 
THE EXTRADITION OF M. LAMIRANDE. 

In reply to Mr. M’Cuntacn Torrens, Mr. ADDERLEY 
and Lorp STANLEY said that the papers contained in the 
Colonial and Foreign Office correspondence on the subject 
of M. Lamirande’s extradition would be presented in a short 
time. 

SALE AND PuRCHASE OF SHARES BILL. 

The second reading of this bill was, after an animated 
debate, in which Mr. Neate, Mr. Cave, Mr: H. B. Sueri- 
DAN, and Mr. LEEMAN (amongst others) took part, carried 
on a division, by a majority of 45—the numbers being : — 

For the second reading ..........sse0 .....-s0000s86 
MaRS CRESS. ELSA Matte dd «8 EE 


Majority: 
EXECUTION OF DEEDS BILL. 

This bill was supported by Mr. GotpNEy, Mr. Barrow, 
and Mr. LEEMAN, and opposed by the ArrorNEY-GENERAL, 
the SoLicirorR-GENERAL, and Mr. Harpy. Ultimately the 
measure was postponed till Friday next, the 15th inst. 


Linitep Liasinity Acts. 


Mr. WATKIN, in rising to move for a seleet committee 
to inquire into the operation of these Acts, observed that 
limited liability had been objected to on the ground that it 
might lead to competition between a trader whose liability 
continued unlimited and another whe was able to place his 
affairs under the Limited Liability Act ; that it gave the 
investor permission to evade his moral obligations ; and that, 
as a noble Jord in another place said, ‘‘it encouraged the 
demon of speculation.” The author of the ‘Law and Prac- 
tice of Joint-Stock Companies,” presuming that he was ad- 
dressing those who might take advantage of the Act, sar- 
castically said :— 

** You are permitted to incur debts without limit, but to 
prescribe your own limit for payment of them. You may 
invest £20, and trade to the amount of £250,000 ; if you 
succeed your profits will be enormous ; if you fail you can 
lose only £20, the rest of the loss will fall upon creditors. 
You are placed by this law in the advantageous position of _ 
aman who has everything to gain and nothing to lose . . 
Again, you enjoy another privilege, greater even than that 
of speculating for unlimited profits with liability only for 
limited loss. As you are not liable for debts beyond your 
£20, so you are equally exempt from performance of incon- 
venient contracts. With limited liability you are enabled 
to refuse to perform your contract if the price has fallen, 
while the person with whom you deal, not being equally 
privileged with yourself, will be compelled to perform his 
contract, if it should be for your interest to enforce it.” 

The Act of 1862 had failed in the anticipations which were 
held out with regard it, and that it had given rise to an 
amount of speculation unparalleled since the time of the 
South Sea bubblein1720. There were at present 2,200 joint- 
stock companies in existence, having a nominal capital of 
perhaps £1,000,900,000, probably 750,000 shareholders, and 
12,500 persons interested in them as trustees and directors. 
The number of joint-stock companies started since the Act 
was 8,480, representing no less than £706,000, 000 of capital. 
Turning to the other side of the account, he found that no 
less than £42,000,000 of nominal capital was in process of 
liquidation, and that, he thought, was a very significant 
item. But that must be small compared with the liabilities 
of those companies if represented on the day of their failure. 
He asked them whether it was not expedient to inquire into 
the operations of the Limited Liability Acts with a view, if 
necessary, to improve their principle or machinery. Any 
seven persons may subscribe a piece of paper, each engaging 
to take one share only of the nominal amount of one farthing, 
and thus by presenting the paper (called “‘ Memorandum of 
Association”) to the registrar of joint-stock companies 
become entitled to a certificate which incorporates the com- 
pany in perpetuity, There is no power in the registrar to 
refuse a certificate. The same memorandum so signed, 
thus framed, may at the very time coutain @ statement that 
the company’s capital is £500,000, ‘This seems an absurdity, 
but the law is so, 

The hon, member concluded by moving for a select com- 
mittee to inquire into the operation of the Limited Liability 


Cts, 
Mr, Morrison thought that this was an opportune 
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moment for inquiry. The stock-in-trade of a company pro- 
moter was very limited. A Directory, by the help of which 
he might send out his circulars, and the countenance of some 
finance company, were pretty nearly all he wanted. But 
then he had to get toget er a board of directors. Now, to 
speak of this in the House of Commons was probably to 
tread upon delicate ground. He (Mr. Morrison) would only 
say that during the few years he had been in the House he 
eould have turned the prestige of his position as member of 
Parliament to very account, and could have made 
thousands of pounds if he had consented to sell his name for 
ag Fy of these company-promoters, 

derman SaLomons said that nothing more important 
could engage the attention of the House than an inquiry 
into the mode in which these companies were got up and 
conducted, and providing remedies for the defects of the law 
without doing away with the thoroughly sound principle 
of limited liability. 

Sir 8. Norrucore said that this was a question which 
could more properly be discussed by a select committee than 
in the House. Having heard the statement of the hon. 
member for Stockport, and learnt the grounds upon which 
he asked for inquiry, finding that it was not his intention to 
impugn the principle of the Limited Liability Act, he could 
say, on the part of the Government, that they had no objec- 
tion to grant the committee, but, on the contrary, were of 
opinion that much good might arise from it. 

The motion was then agreed to. 

Execution or DEEDS Bint. 

On the motion for going into committee on this bill, 

Mr. Harpy expressed his opinion that the hon. gentleman 
who had charge of it ought to show that the bill would effect 
some improvement in the system with which it proposed to 
interfere, 

Mr. Gotpney said the bill would give every necessary 
protection to married women, and to the public generally, 
in respect to deeds executed by the former, while it would 
establish a system much less cumbrous and expensive than 
the one now in operation. No opposition had been offered 
to the bill by any professional person, and he believed that 
the profession looked upon the principle of the measure as a 
sound one. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said that the law which his 

ight hon. friend sought to alter was settled after much con- 
ideration, and was adopted on the recommendation of some 
of the most eminent lawyers of the time, with a view to pro- 
tect married women in disposing of their property. ese 
iece-meal reforms, brought in to disturb alarge plan of 
egislation, were not desirable. As it now stood the bill 
merely dispensed with the certificate of the execution and 
with the registration of that execution. He could not agree 
with his hon. friend that this was a matter of no importance. 
The opportunity of search which this registration afforded 
was of such importance that since 1860 no fewer than 700 
searches had been made. That showed the necessity of the 
existing system ; and, thinking that no sufficient grounds 
had been shown for altering it, he moved that the House do 
go into committee on the bill that day six months. 

Mr. Gotpwey declined to withdrawn the bill, and said 
he should press for a division. 

The So.iciron-GFNERAL opposed the motion for going 
into committee—not because the bill would deprive an officer 
of salary without providing compensation, which would in 
itself be a hardship, but because the measure was unneces- 
sary. The hon. and learned gentleman, in a lucid argument, 
proceeded to show that under the present law ample pro- 
tection was afforded to married women according to rules 
laid down by the Court of Common Pleas; that the hon. 
member, to be consistent, should have proposed to abolish 
the acknowledgments altogether; and that the certificate 
was not useless was proved by the fact that since 1862 there 


r 
8 


had been 700 searches, and during last year and the present - 


year about 150, 

Mr. Barrow and Mr, Leeman supported the bill. 

The amendment was withdrawn, on the undertaking that 
the measure should be postponed, and the committee was 
accordingly fixed for Friday week. 

Thursday, March 7, 
Traves’ Unions Bru, 
Lord Betmonr, having moved the seccnd reading of this 


Lord Czanwortn objected to the Royal Commissioners 





being required to investigate the circumstances of the Shefs. 
field outrages, which he said were proper subjects for the 
ordinary legal tribunals of the country. He also disa’ ed! 
the power conferred by the bill upon the Conuniaitonans to 
commit for contempt, and especially objected to that power: 
being delegated to other persons by the Commissioners, 

Lord St. LEonarps supported the bill. 

Lord Granvit.E and Lord De Grey disapproved the two 
subjects of the organization of trades’ unions and the Sheffield 
outrages being referred to one Commission, and they also. 


_took exception to the power given by the bill to the Com. 


missioners to grant indemnities to witnesses. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR defended the provisions of the: 
bill, but declared that the Government would consider any 
amendments that might be proposed in committee. 

Lord LicHFIELD, who is named as a member of the Royal’ 
Commission, expressed his personal desire that the power of 

nting indemnities to persons who might admit that they 
ad been guilty of most atrocious crimes should not be con- 
ferred upon the Commissioners.* 

The bill was than read a second time. 


Pustic Scnoots Bint. 
The report of the committee on this bill was agreed to.. 





Pending Measures of Legislation. 
SALE or Jomnt-STocK BANK SHARES BILL. 


Mr. Leeman’s bill, reciting that it is expedient to prevent 


contracts for sale of joint-stock bank shares of which the 
sellers are not po , or over which they have no control, 
proceeds to enact that contracts for the sale or transfer of. 
such shares shall be void unless the contract sets forth the 
numbers by which the shares are distinguished on the coms 
pany’s poche, or (where there is no register by number) the 
name of the then registered proprietor. The wilful false 
entry of such numbers or name in the contract, or the sale of 
bank shares without at the time giving in writing to the 
purchaser the numbers or name, is to be a misdemeanour, and 
punished accordingly. 


SunDAY TRADING, 


This bill, prepared and bronght into the House of 


Commons by Mr. T. Hughes, Lord Claud Hamilton, and 
Sir B. Bridges, prohibits all Sunday trading under a penalty 
fo 20s., except in respect to medicine, which may be sold at 


any time ; in respect to meat, fish, poultry, game, or vegee | 


tables, before nine in the morning ; in respect to milk and 
cream, before ten in the morning, and after one in the after. 
noon ; in respect to pastry, fruit, and unlicensed beverages, 
before ten in the morning and after one in the afternoon; 


in respect to periodical publications before ten in the morne , 


ing ; and in respect to cook-shops, eating-houses, or coffees 
houses, before ten in the morning and after one in the after. 
noon. The present state of the law as regards bakers, pube 
licans, beer-shop keepers, &c:, is left untouched. 

A second conviction entails liability to a penalty of 40s¢ 
for every separate sale. 


The Act is to apply only to places in England having. 


more than 10,000 inhabitants. 


EXECUTION OF DzEDs. 
A bill to simplify and lessen the expense of the execution 


of deeds by married women, and to amend the law as regards. . 


the effect of deeds executed under powers of attorney. 

Preamble recites 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74, 17 & 18 Vict. c. 75, 
20 & 21 Viet, c. 57, and that it is desirable to simplify and 
lessen the expense of the execution of deeds by married 
wonen, and to amend the law as regards the effect of deeds 
executed under powers of en 

1. Recited acts as to acknowledgment of deeds by married 
women repealed, as from 31st October, 1867. 

2. All the powers and provisions of the said Acts shall 
remain in full force with regard to sang on or 
before the said 31st day of October, 1867, but the pros 
ceedings with regard to which shall not be completed on 
that day. 

8, Deed shall be valid if produced and acknowledged by 
a married woman as her act and deed, before a judge of one 
of the superior courts at Westminster, or before a perpetus 
commissioner or before a commissioner to administer oaths in 
chancery in England, or any London commissioner to ad- 


* It was shown in the House of Commons that without this power 
the Commission would probably be useless.—Eb. 8. J. 
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minister oaths in chancery, or a special commissioner to be 
appointed for the purpose. 

4, Where married woman resident abroad or in ill health, 
a special commissioner to be appointed. 

§. Commissioner not to be party interested. 

6. Every commissioner, before taking acknowledgment, 
shall examine married woman apart from her husband 
touching her knowledge of such deed, and shall ascertain 
whether she aeer and voluntarily consents to such deed 
and unless she freely and voluntarily consents to such deed 
he shall not accept such acknowledgment by her. 

7, Commissioner taking acknowledgment shall sign a 
memorandum, to be indorsed on or written at the foot or in 
the margin of deed in the form set forth in the schedule ; 
such memorandum to be conclusive evidence of acknow- 

ent. 

8. Commissioner shall be entitled to charge for the 
examination and acknowledgment and for the memorandum 
to be signed, and for his signature thereto, a fee not ex- 
ceeding ten shillings. 

9. When any deed shall be executed under a power or 
letter of attorney, by an attorney specially appointed for the 
purpose of executing such deed, or for carrying out the 

ial transaction giving occasion for such deed, such exe- 
cution shall be valid and effectual to all intents and pur- 

» although the person appointing such attorney may 
“ died in the interval between the execution of the 
power or letter of attorney and the execution of such deed. 





SCOTLAND. 


Tue New Lonrp Justice CLerk. 
On Friday, 10th inst., the Right Hon. Lord Patton, late 
Lord Advocate, presented to the Court of Session her 

jesty’s commission, appointing him to the office of Lord 
Justice Clerk of Scotland, and President of the Second 
Division of the Court of Session. 

In conformity with ancient custom the judge elect was 
remitted to ‘‘ probation,” the Court having the privilege of 
testing the qualifications of all who receive judicial appoint- 
ments. Accordingly, the Lord Probationer proceeded to 
the Outer House, where he sat in company with Lord Jervis- 
woode, and heard two cases pleaded, his opinion on which 
he afterwards reported to the Court. On Saturday morn- 
ing the Lord Probationer sat at the clerk’s table in the first 
division of the Inner House, and heard a case argued at the 
bar, on which he gave his opinion to the Court. Their lord- 
ships were pleased to ‘‘sustain the trials” of the Lord 
Eetationsr, who was then duly sworn into office and in- 
vested in the judicial gown. The Lord President then 
called him to the bench under the title of Lord Glenalmond, 
Immediately afterwards the new judge was direeted, as Lord 
Justice Clerk, to take his seat at the right hand of the chair 
in full Court, and in the presidential chair of the Second 
Division. The title which the right hon. judge thus held 
for a moment or two, during his from ‘* Lord Proba- 
tioner ” to ** Lord Justice Clerk,” is derived from his lord- 
ship’s property of the Cairnies, in Glenalmond, Perthshire. 


ForEsHORES. 

On Friday, 1st inst., in the Court of Session, a cate of 
some public interest was decided, relating to the mode of 
fixing lateral boundaries on the foreshore between estates 
abutting on the sea. The general rule is stated to be to 
draw a line at sea representing the average direction of the 
coast, and to drop on it a perpendicular from the termina- 
tion of the land boundary. A question then arose as to 
the distance of coast of which the average was to be taken. 
The Court did not fix any absolute rule as to this, but con- 
sidered that the whole circumstances of the case must be 
taken into consideration. The matter is one of considerable 
and increasing importance ; but it seems doubtful whether 
= case can be held to have decided any general prin- 
ciple, 

Lorp CoLonsay or Cononsay AND ORoONSAY. 

The Edinburgh Courant contains the following sketch of 
this noble and learned lord's career which will be interest- 
~ our readets :— 

is lordship is a son of the late Mr. M'Neill, of Colonsay, 


which estate he now peneaies ; and it is of a peice with his 


Public character that he has brought that island, as well as 





the smaller neighbouring island of Oronsay, into a state of 
high improvement, while the population, mainly t 
his care and superintendence, are thoroughly well-condi- 
tioned and comfortable. He received his University educa- 
tion at St. Andrew’s, where he highly distinguished him- 
self. He afterwards studied at Edinb h. In 1816 he 
became a member of the Scottish Bar, and soon made him- 
self remarkable for the strict logic with which he analyzed, 
and not seldom demolished, the indictments in the Court of 
Justiciary. This led to his being taken into the public service 
in the administration of criminal law as an advocate-depute 
in 1820, and after holding that office for about four years he 
was, in 1824, appointed Sheriff of Perthshire. In that ca- 
race he acted for 10 years, and he vacated the sherifiship om. 
eing appointed, in 1834, Solicitor-General for Scotland,. 
under Sir Robert Peel's first administration. Losing that 
office on the resignation of the Ministry, he conducted busi- 
ness with great success as a leading counsel, until again, im 
1841, he became Solicitor-General under Sir Robert Peel. 
In the following year he was promoted to be Lord-Advocate, 
and he continued to exercise that high function until the falf 
of Sir Robert Peel’s administration in 1846, when he once-, 
more resumed his stuff gown ; but on this occasion with the 
added dignity of Dean of the Faculty of Advocates—to which 
he had been elected in 1843—and of member for the County of 
Argyll—for which he had been returned in the same year. Five 
years mcre of great leading practice found him in 1851 in- 
contestably the fittest man to be raised, at the same time 
with Lord Rutherfurd, to the Bench, on which there hap- 
pened then to be two vacant seats, and he accordingly re- 
ceived that appointment from Lord Russell's Administration, 
taking his seat as Lord-Ordinary with the title of Lord 
Colonsay. In the following year Lord Derby was in offiee,. 
and on the retirement of Lord Justice-General Boyle, on 
account of age and infirmity, Lord Colonsay became the head 
of the Court, and soon afterwards a Privy Councillor. 
During the 14 years and more that he has presided over the 
Court his lordship’s history has been very simple. He has 
devoted his energies without reserve to the Duties of his 
high office. Although not exempt from occasional illness,. 
he has never been a day absent from the bench of the Court 
of Session while it was sitting, with the exception of a single 
day when, from a trial in the Court of Justiciary lasting 
longer than was expected, he was detained there, and of one 
other occasion when he was called to attend at Buckingham 
Palace. His diligent perusal.of the printed papers was ob- - 
vious from the first meng ay oe oe re the court. 
Owing in a t degree to the confidence re in hi 
the bulk of ee betes of the court flowed ways First 
Division, where he presided, and this imposed on him heavy 
labour in conducting jury trials, by which, in his case, the: 
Christmas recess was usually almost entirely absorbed, while 
he had protracted sittings in such trials during the — 
and autumn vacations. Having now served the full rat 
period of 15 years, and being in his 74th year, he becomes 
entitled to the retirement which he has so worthily earned, 
and his career in the Court of Session most appropriately 
closes by his elevation to the peerage—an honour not pre- 
viously conferred on any judge of that court since the Union. 
of England and Scotland. 





IRELAND. 


ApprREss TO JuDGE LONGFIELD. 

A deputation from the council of the Incorporated Law 
Society of Ireland, consisting of Mr. Barlow, vice-president, 
and Messrs. Wm. Read, Henry Thos. Dix, Wm. Roche, 
Edwd. Thos. Stapleton, and John H, Goddard, secretary, 
waited upon Judge Longfield, on Monday last, at his resi- 
dence in Fitzwilliam-square, for the pur of preening 
him with an address upon the occasion of his late reti 
from the Landed Estates Court. 


To Mountifort Longfield, Esq., LLD., late Judge of the 
Landed Estates Court, Ireland, . 

Sir,—On the part of the attorneys and solicitors of Ire- 
land, we desire, on the occasion of your retirement, to ex- 
press, not only our sentiments of respect for F sys great 
ability and learning, but also our appreciation of the manne® 
in which you have filled the high and difficult judicial posi- 
tion which you have just vacated, as well as regret at your 


retirement. . 
We also desire to thank you for the kindness and considera- 
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tion which we received at your hands during your judicial 
‘career, and to bear testimony, as we gladly do, to the fact 
that, in the discharge of our professional duties in your 
equrt, we have ever received a patient hearing, and had a 
confidence reposed in our good faith which was both flat- 
tering and encouraging, and which we believe is calcu- 
lated to strengthen and elevate the tone of professional 
honour and rectitude, not only to the benefit of the pro- 
fession but also of the interests of the suitors of the 
court. 

We remain, sir, on behalf of the council, your faithful 
servants, 

RicHArRD JoHN THEO. ORPEN, President. 
Joun H. Gopparp, Secretary. 

Solicitors’ Hall, Four Courts, Dublin. 

‘The following is the learned Judge’s reply :— 

47, Fitzwilliam-square, 4th March, 1867. 

Gentlemen,—I return you my sincere thanks for the ad- 
dress with which you have honoured me on the occasion of 
my retirement from the Landed Estates Court. 

I am perfectly conscious that for several flattering expres- 
sions in that address I am indebted solely to your kindness, 
and it gives me great pleasure to believe that such friendly 
feelings are entertained towards me by the profession with 
which my duties in court brought me into constant inter- 
course. 

Tam happy also to have this opportunity of returning 
thanks for the assistance which you afforded the court in 
the difficult and important task which it was called upon to 
perform. 

Some persons affected to think that your profession was 
more interested in the abuses of the law than in the ad- 
ministration of justice, and they predicted that you would 
show aome hostility to a court which, rejecting ordinary 
and expensive forms, should endeavour to make the road to 
justice safe, simple, cheap, and expeditious. 

Their predictions were disappointed. From the com- 
mencement we had the advantage of your active co-opera- 


tion, and I have to acknowledge gratefully that I received | 


from members of your profession some valuable suggestions 
which have become incorporated in the rules and practice 
-of the court. 

You have alluded to the confidence which I always placed 
in your good faith. 

I believed that it was expedient to the administration of 
justice that I should do so, and that you were well deserving 
to have that confidence reposed in you ; and experience has 
justified that opinion, for I found no instance in which that 
confidence was abused. 

I remain, gentlemen, your’s very truly, 
Movntirorr LONGFIELD. 


Sprinc Assizes. 

At the opening of the commission for the county of the 
town of Drogheda, on Monday, it appeared that there was 
neither a single prisoner nora single record. Baron Fitz- 
gerald was accordingly presented with the traditionary white 
gloves ; and Baron Deasy, who eught to have presided in the 
Record* Court, did not leave town. 


It is said that the Crown Solicitorship of the north east 
circuit, vacant by the death of Mr. Maxwell Hamilton, 
and said to be worth £2,000 a-year, is to be divided, and 
that the circuit will be split into three districts, viz. :— 
Antrim and Carrickfergus ; Down and Armagh ; the rest of 
the circuit. And that the salary of the solicitors of each 
cifcuit will be fixed at £650 a-year. We believe, however, 
that these details are not yet definitely settled. 





FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


AMERICA. 
Tue Parpontnc Power. 

In order to avoid imposition, and to systematise the 
exercise of this delicate branch of Executive duty, his Ex- 
cellency Governor Geary has established a body of Rules to 
be observed in applications for Pardons, which are given 

ow. 


The rules themselves having been framed by the Honour- 
-able Attorney-General B. H. Brewster, are eminently cal- 


* Anglice—Nisi Prius. 











culated to answer the end proposed by his excellency in 
their adoption and promulgation. While they will serve to 
guard the public from the consequences of ill-advised ang 
undeserved clemency, the just source of frequent complaint 
in the past, they need not deter resort to the pardoni 
power in any proper case demanding its exercise. The 
action of the Governor in adoping Rules, and the care and 
skill of the Attorney General in the preparation of them, 
will be appreciated by the people whose interests are thus 
carefully guarded, and serve to strengthen their confidence 
in the jState administrative. 
RwLEs. 

First—No pardon will be granted until notice of the 
application therefor shall have been given by publication 
once a week for two consecutive weeks in a newspaper 
printed in the county in which the conviction was had. 

Second—No pardon will be granted unless notice of the 
application shall have been given to the judge who tried the 
cause, to the district attorney, or to the attorney who pro. 
secuted ; proof of which notice shall be furnished this 
department. 

ird—aAll applications for pardon must have with them 
the following papers written in a clear and distinct hand : 

1. A certified copy of the whole record, including docket 
entries, minutes of court, copy of indictment, pleas, and al} 
other papers on file in the court relating to the case. 

2. A full statement of the reasons upon which the appli- 
cation is based, setting forth all the facts, the notes of 
evidence taken on trial ; letters from responsible persons in 
the community where the crime was commited; a recom. 
mendation from the jurors who sat on the trial, and if any 
of them refuse to recommend a pardon, reasons given for 
such refusal; letter from the district attorney or counsel 
who tried the case, and a letter from the judge setting forth 
his views upon the subject of the application. 

Fourth—Recommendations for pardon for unexpired terms 
of sentence must have a copy of the whole record as before 
required. Also copy of commitment ; petition from prisoner 
setting forth reasons, and statement from warden and in- 
spectors of prisons. 

Fifth—No personal application will be permitted. 

Sixth—All of the above papers, when submitted, must 
be accompanied by a printed copy of the same in pamphlet 
form, twelve copies of which at lease must be sent to this 
department.—If the parties are too poor the paper-book 
need not be printed. 

Seventh—As these rules are intended to subserve the ad- 
ministration of justice, they will be strictly enforced and 
relaxéd only when good reasons shall be furnished for so 
doing. 

, JoHN W. GEARY, 
Executive Chamber, Harrisburg, Jan. 31, 1867. 


BELGIUM. 
A Point IN INTERNATIONAL LAW. 

A convict condemned to death in Belgium, whose sentence 
had been commuted to hard labour for life, has just been 
delivered up to the French authorities. His name is Vital 
Donat, of Panillac, in the department of the Gironde, and 
he was formerly a merchant at Bordeaux. He was con- 
demned to death by a sentence of the 13th of November last 
at Antwerp, for having in that city, were he had taken 
refuge in the false name of Willis Romero Donatry, wilfully 
set fire to certain combustibles for the purpose of burning 
one or more ships, being also convicted of forgery. He is 
now about to take his trial in France as a fraudulent bank- 
rupt, and for the forgery of bills of lading to the value of 
nearly a million of francs. His position is somewhat strange, 
for he escapes from a sentence of hard labour for life to 
undergo a trial which can entail at most hard labour for @ 
definite period, and should he be acquitted, which is not, 
however, very likely, there seems to be no way by which he 
can be given up again to the Belgian authorities for crimes 
committed in Belgium, 





SWITZERLAND. 
ADULTERATION OF Foon. 

The police tribunal of Zug, in Switzerland, has just con- 
Pm a landowner, who had been convieted of putting 
water in his milk, and had thus caused a loss to the pur- 
chaser, a dealer in that commodity, to eighteen months’ im- 
prisonment, the loss of civil-rights, and costs. 
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SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSO- 
CIATION. 

: The following petition of this association against the 

sales of land by auction bill has been presented to the 

House of Lords by the Lord Chancellor :— 

1. Your petitioners’ association consists of, &c. 

2. Your petitioners have considered the bill now before 
your right honourable House, intituled ‘‘An Act for 
amending the law of Auctions of Estates,” and are of opi- 
nion that the main alterations proposed by it are open to 
most serious objections on the following grounds :— 

8. They are calculated to fetter vendors for the sake of 
offering a needless protection to purchasers. Your peti- 
tioners, speaking from a large practical experience, are 
able to say that the law as it stands is quite strong 
enough and well settled to afford to purchasers, protection 
from fraud at sales by auction, and that in their opinion, 
to impose the poe restrictions on sales by auction 
would not only destroy the efficacy of such sales as a means 
of testing the value of property, but would, in such cases 
where property had to be brought in, so deteriorate the 
value of the estate offerred for sale that owners would avoid 
offering property by auction, and seek other less satisfactory 
modes of disposing of it. 

4, Your petitioners in particular consider that there is no 
reason why the auctioneer should be prohibited from him- 
self giving the reserved biddings, but, on the contrary, there 
are many reasons why, in most cases, he is the most con- 
yenient person to be entrusted with that duty. 

5. Your petitioners would submit that practically there 
is not any conflict between the courts of law and equity on 
the subject of reserved biddings, and that in effect one bid- 
der on the part of the vendor is allowed at law as well as in 
equity ; for they believe that there has been no reported de- 
cision on this subject for more than forty years, although 
the open employment of one bidder on the part of the ven- 
dor is a matter of daily occurence. 

6. It is frequently the case that the real value of pro- 
perty, in a new and rising locality for instance, is only as- 
certained by the eagerness or otherwise of bidders during the 
sale, and that the amount of the reserved price or biddin 
is not finally decided on till the sale has commenced, an 
it is often altered by the vendor in the midst of the compe- 
tition. 

The adoption of such a course as this would be prevented 
by the terms of clauses 7 and 8, requiring the reserved price 
or bidding to be stated in writing, signed by the seller or his 

ent, and delivered to the auctioneer previous to the sale. 

e effect of the bill also in many other respects would, if 
enacted, be unnecessarily to cripple the freedom of action of 
vendors, 

7. Clause 11, making a sale void in case any bidding take 
place in contravention of the Act, and clause 12, empower- 
ing the last bona fide bidder to elect to become the purchaser 
in such case, propose to impose a penalty of a most severe 
and entirely novel character on what might be an uninten- 
tional and very harmless contravention of the rules of the 
proposed Act ; and appear likely to give rise to much dispute 
and litigation, besides imposing a punishment altogether 
disproportionate to the nature of the offence. 

8. Clause 13 would subject auctioneers to constant anxiety 
and loss from the liability it would entail upon them of 
having continually to defend actions for damages for acts al- 
ae to be knowingly done by them in contravention of the 
rules, 


9. While thus objecting to the main alterations of the law 
Proposed to be effected he this bill, and deeming them en- 
tirely uncalled for, your petitioners would rejoice to see the 
practice of opening biddings in sales by auction by order of 
the Court of Chancery, except on the ground of fraud, dis- 
continued : as intended to be provided by clause 14. 

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray your Right Hon. 
House that the said bill, intituled ‘* An Act for amending 
the Law of Auctions of Estates” (with the exception of 
Clause 14), may not become law. 


THE LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 





At the Law Institution, on Tuesday evening last, Mr. | 
G. 8. Green in the chair, the following question was dis- | 
cussed :—‘* Is the conduct of the Ministry with reference to ' 


reform satisfactory ?” which was opened in the affirmative 
by Mr. Kenrick, Mr. Blagden followed in the negative. 
Eight other gentlemen spoke, and upon a division the ques- 
tion was carried in the affirmative by a narrow majority; 
the number of members present having been 25. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW’ 
SOCIETY. 


Mr. R. Horton Smiru, on Conveyancing, Monday, 
March 11. 
Mr, E. CHARteEs, on Equity, Friday, March 15. 


LAW CLASSES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


Mr. E. A. C. ScHALcH, on Common Law, Monday 
March 11, class B, elementary and advanced. Thursday: 
March 14, class A, elementary and advanced. 

Mr. D. Srurces, on Equity, Tuesday, March 12, 
class B, elementary and advanced. Friday, March 15, 
class A, elementary and advanced. 

Mr. A. Bartey,; on Real Property, Wednesday, March 13, 
class A, elementary and advanced. 








PRIVATE BiLL LEGISLATION.—The House of Lords will not 
receive any — for a private bill after Friday, the 22nd 
day of March inst., unless such private bill shall have been ap- 
pews by the Court of bogey 2 ; nor any petition for a private 

ill approved by the Court of Chancery atter Thursday, the 9th 
ay next. The House will not receive any reeport for 
the judges upon petitions presented for private bills after Thurs- 
day, the 9th of May next. 

CAMBRIDGE UNIVERSITY.—The Chancellor’s medal for | 
studies has been adjudged to J. W. Willis Bund, B.A., Gon 
and Caius College. 


day of 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 


Last Quotation, March 7, 1867 
(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.] 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

8 per Cent. Consols, 903 Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, April 10, 91 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 883 Ex Bills, £1000, 4 per Ct. 12 pm> 
New 3 per Cent., 833 Ditto, £500, Do pm 
Do. 3$ per Cent., Jan, ’94 Ditto, £100 & £200, Do 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 723 Bank of England Stock, 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 — Ct. (last half-year) 252} 
Annuities, Jan. 80 — Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stock, 10} p Ct. Apr. ’74 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.°72 102¢ 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto, 5§ per Cent., May,’79 1034 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’80 107} Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 
Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. "88 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. 73 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000,— pm. 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 35 pm. 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


m 
64 per 








Railways. id. | Closing Prices. 





Bristol and Exeter 


Glasgow and South-Western 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 
Great Northern 
Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western— Original 
Do., West Midland—Oxford 
Do., do.—Newport 
Lancashire and Yorkshire 
London, Brighton, and South Coast 
London, Chatham, and Dover. 
London and North-Western.. 
London and South-Western .. 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Metropolit 
Midland 
Do., Birmingham and Derby 
North British 
North London 




















Scottish Central 
South Devon 
South-Eastern 
Taff Vale. 
Do., C 
* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 
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Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 

As was stated in this Journal a few weeks since would pro- 
bably be the case, the Fenian uprising has broken out afresh ; 
and no doubt, so far as the numbers ostensibly engaged in it are 
‘concerned, it assumes graver and more serious proportions. With 
sensation telegrams being flashed across the Channel, the natural 
tendency has been to cause a depression in almost all classes of 
securities; and prices in every department have given way. 
There is no animation, and as little disposition on the part of 
the investing public to make purchases. 

Tt was not anticipated; but it would not have been matter of 
surprise had a change been made in the bank rate, but the 
directors, after a long sitting, left the minimum without 
variation. 

The weekly bank return, issued this afternoon, gives the fol- 
lowing results :— 

The total of the bullion is £19,373,965, showing a decrease 
-of £16,347. The aggregate of notes, $10,893,845, a decrease of 
£136,605; the gia securities reach £18,653,252, an increase 
of £607,433 ; the public deposits have augmented £511,064, the 
total being £7,246,023 ; the private deposits exhibit a decrease 
of £263,049, the aggregate standing at £17,583,972. 

Consols are 903 to 90$ for money, and 90% to 91, for the 
account. 

In foreign stocks no business scarcely has been done, and 
the tendency of quotations is to 04, 

The railway s market has no bouyancy in it. The pro- 
position to pay only 1 per cent. per annum dividend by the 
Great Western, caused much heaviness when the announcement 
“was made ; but when it was known that the payment of even this 
small dividend was to be deferred there was something like dis- 
trust created, which gave rise to discouraging rumours, and the 
result has been a decline of 1 to 2 per cent. in all classes of 
the oat fe securities. The stocks of other lines have not 
met with purchasers, and although the prices remain unaltered 
in quotation, if sales were attempted to be made they must be 
effected at reduced rates. 

A committee of investigation, with power to send a com- 
mission to America, has been appoin' in connection with 
ithe Atlantic and Great Western Company. 

Bank shares are generally unaltered, but prices are some- 
what unsteady. The latest quotations are :— 

London and County, 553, 56, and 55}, ex. div. and new; 
London Joint-stock, 424 and 43; London and Westminster, 94 ; 
National Provincial Bank of England, second and third issue, 
39%; Union of Australia, 474,47; Bank of Egypt, 33; Chartered 
Mercantile, 32; City, 14; Colonial, 39 and 39}; Bank of Aus- 
tralasia, 68; Chartered Bank of China, 17 to 18 ; National, 63 
to ytd gaa Australia, 26 to 28; and the Union of 

on, 

Insuarnce shares have not been dealt in to any recordable 
extent, but, upon the whole, this is a very steady market, and 
the shares are well held. 

The 57th annual general meeting of the North British and 
Mercantile was held in Edinburgh on the 4th inst., when the 
following statement was submitted by the directors :—Fire 
Business.—The net premiums received were £280,543 10s. 4d., 
showing an increase of £39,760 0s. 6d.; the losses paid 
amounted to £190,192 6s.4d. Life Business.—1001 policies 
were issued, a ig, * £827,808 ; the new premiums amounted 
te £25,161 0s. 2d. ‘The deaths were below the expectation. A 
divided of 12s. 6d. per. share, or 10 per cent. on the paid-u 
capital of the company was declared, leaving £15,161 to be add 
to the reserves. 

The London and Colonial Company (Limited), has resolved 
upon winding-up under supervision. 

A circular has been issued by Mr. Oppenheim, with respect 
to the affairs of Overend, Gurney, & Co. (Limited), and will be 
found instructive to depositors and shareholders. 

An application to Vice-Chancellor Malins to-day to remove 
Messrs. Peek and Oakes’ names from the list, on the ground 
-of alleged material variation in the memorandum of association 
after execution, was dismissed with costs. 

In the miscellaneous department the transactions are by no 
means numerous, and purchasers are deterred from investing 
from the numerous applications which are daily made to the 
Court of Chancery, and the disclosures which, in connection 
with them, come to light. The quotations of this evening are :— 

Hudson’s Bay 15f to 16$; Berlin Waterworks, 114 to 
12; Fore-street Warehouse, } to 1 ~— City of Moscow 
‘Gas, 16} to 174; City Offices, 12 to 11} dis.; Imperial Land 
Company of Marseilles, 11 to 10} dis,; Millwall Free- 
hold Land and Docks, 35 to 45; Egyptian Commercial Trad- 
ing, 4 to 3% dis. ; and the Imperial Mexican Railway, 5 to 54 
[oe share. No business of importance was transacted in Atlantic 

able shares. The Eight per Cent. Preference left off 2} to 23 ; 
the Anglo-American 15} to 15g, both per share. The only 
alteration in Finance and Credit shares was a rise of } in Lon- 
don Finance, which were quoted from the opening 18 to 17 

a ional, 2} 





inted to in- 


A committee of investigation has been 
t Company 


uire into the affairs of the East India Land 
(Limited). 
Equity AND Law Lire AssuRANCE Society. 


The annual general meeting of this Society was held on the 
i i at the society’s house, No. 18, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
ndon. 

The Directors, in F ypeeesne | to the proprietors their report 
for the twenty-second year of the society’s existence, have to 
state that the progress made therein has béen satisfactory and 
encouraging. 

The number of new polices issued in the Pe was 193, in: 

ing £325,810; and the premiums received thereon amounted 
to £10,159 16s. 9d. It will be seen that the average amount of 
the new policies continues to increase, being last year no less 
than £1,688. 

The total premium income of the year was £79,033 3s. 1d.; and 
the number of a in force on 3lst December was 1,946, in- 
suring £2,568,495. 

The interest on loans and other investments amounted to 
£24,041 4s. 9d., being at the rate of £5 3s. 10d. per cent. on the 
amount of the funds (excluding reversions) at the inning of 
the year. The ye: investment of the funds of the society 
is a subject to which the Directors give their constant and earnest 
attention ; and they think it a matter of congratulation that 
they have for a number of years been able to lend upon suitable 
securities the surplus income of the Society, promptly, as it hag 
been from time to time received. There can be no doubt thatto 
this cause is greatly due the gratifying amount of the bonuses 


The claims of the year have been exceptionally heavy. Twenty- 
five deaths have occurred, waerehy One eae policies, in- 
suring with bonuses £49,155, have me claims. Of these 
policies twenty-five, insuring £24,749, were entitled tojprofits , and 
the reversionary bonuses payable therewith amount to £5,016 10s, 
There has been received from other offices under reassurance 
policies the sum of £6,559 ds., reducing the net payments for 
claims to £42,596, 

The Directors have the satisfaction of stating that they have 
at length completed the sale of the property in Chancery-lane, 
for the sum of £17,000, being nearly £8,000 in excess of the cost. 
Allowing for expenses, &c., the sum of £7,621 18s, 8d. Be ay 
in theyear’s account as profit. There has also been realized inthe 
course of the year a profit of £4,705 3s. 1d. by the falling in of a 
reversion ; making together an extra hao on the year’s trans- 
actions of £12,326 16s. 9d. It ma remembered that there 
was a similar item of £19,819 14s. 6d. in the account for 1865. 

The total income of the year is thus raised to £117,469 8s. 34.; 
and the total outgoings have been £70,119 2s. 4d. The difference, 
£47,347 5s, 11d., has been added to the Assurance Fund, which 
amounted on 3lst December to £484,650 16s. 7d. The increase 
of this fund during the last two years, ¢.¢., since the date of the 
last division of profits, has been no less than £100,684 11s. 

The Directors, having had the freehold house, No. 17, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields, adjoining the Society’s house, offered to them 
for sale, thought it woudl bs advantageous to the Society to pur- 
chase it, with a view to a future a of the office; and 
purchased the same accordingly for £5,500. 

The following Directors retire byrotation:—Mr. Broughton 
Mr. Rackham, Mr. Dunning, and Mr. Birch. 

The retiring auditors are Mr. Kay for the proprietors, and Mr. 
Templer for the assured. All these gentlemen offer them- 
selves for re-election, George Lake Russell, Chairman. 








ASTOUNDING CAsE or CrepULITY.—One of the most re 
markable cases of credulity we ever heard of, came before one.of 
the Police Courts lately. It sppeeret from the evidence of 
the prosecutrix, a Mrs. Dobbs, that in May, 1865, she had @ 
house, 72, Lupus-street, Pimlico, where a Mr. Haste, his wife, 
and daughter, shortly after took furnished apartments. After 
a little while Hasted said that his daughter was coming into 

t deal of money, and the mother, in the presence of the 
ughter, said that the latter was about to receive £7,000 per 
annum. This was frequently repeated by them, and in Fe 
1866, the younger prisoner told prosecutrix that she had made 
deed in her favour, and had settled £60 a-year upon her, at the 
same time inquring if that was enough. She said that Lord 
Wigram, who was the judge next in power under Lord Cran- 
worth, had prepared eed, which had been lodged in the 
Bank of England with other deeds. In the course of details 
respecting the younger prisoner’s fortune, upon which both the 
women fequentty spoke to her, she was informed that the 
daughter was carrying on a law suit with Lady de Fiascoe in the 
Court of Chan to prove the will of the late Lord de F 
who had bequeathed her his fortune and title, and that she w: 
consequently soon become Lady de Fiascoe. That the suit was 
being ouatuated nobam some lawyers in oe : es 
ram, an pers and documents were repea' sen 
ion to sign, which were afterwards duly sealed by 





dis. ; General Credit were 2J to 24 dis, ; 
to 24 dis.; and Credit Foncier 6} to 6 dis. 





ounger 
Lord V at the Chancellor's office at Hounslow. 
Believing these representations, and that the annuity spoked 
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of had been settled upon her, she advanced the prisoners from 
time to time sums of money, amounting in all to £365, to effect 
which she sold - at 86, and abe as easared. that on would 
soon be of money to pay her. It did not a; ow her 
eyes ret toon at last opened, but it is haude chy wy so trans- 
parent a fraud could have succeeded even for a day. 

Sm Epwarp Coxe as Hicu Suerirr ror Bucxs:—-The 
change which was effected in the High Sheriffs’ Oath in the time 
of Charles the First, it is but little known, was owing to Sir 
Edward Coke. “The wary monarch,” in order to keep certain ob- 
noxious out of the Paliament, used to prick them down 
as sherifis of their counties, and Charles the First followed this 
“practice in the case of Sir Edward Coke, appointing him Sheriff 
of Bucks. This so annoyed the distinguished lawyer that he 
took exception to the form of oath as irreligious, with respect to 
one article which ran thus :—“ That you shall do all your pains 
and diligence to destroy and make to cease all manner of heresies, 
commonly called Lollaries, within your bailiwick,” &c. As Sir 
Edward pointed out, the Lollards ‘were the most ancient Pro- 
testants, and as it stood the oath was a condemnation of the 


established religion of the Kingdom. An order was immediately | 


issued from Hampton Court, expunging the clause to which Coke 
took seeeptiee, but he was not exc from taking the oath as 
amended. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
March 7.—Mr. Hersert Bean, 

Leasehold, 2 residences, Nos. 7 and 8, Maitland-park- terrace, Haverstock- 
hiil, producing £80 per annum ; term expiring at Christmas, 1951, at 
£10 per annum—Sold for £820. 

Leasehold warehouses, situate at the corner of Shad Thames and Gains- 
ford-street ; let on lease at £80 per annum; term, 26 years unexpired, 
at £35 per annum-—-Sold for £700. 

The life interest of a gentleman aged 39 years in £10,000 sterling, and 
other contingent reversionary interests in the same, and in £10,000 
Consols; also 5 policies of £1,000 each of the London and Lancashire 
Assurance Company, on the same life—Sold for £150. 

Absolute reversion, expectant on the death of a lady aged 92 years, to 
freehold shop property, Nos. 71 to 73, Upper-street, Islington, also of 
the absolute reversion to £994 10s. 2d. 3 per Cent. Consols, on the death 
of the same lady—Sold for £7,010. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

ASTON—On Feb. 28, the wife of Joseph K, Aston, Esq., Barristei* 
at-Law, Pembridge-crescent, Bayswater, ofa son. 

BETHELL—On March 5, at 14, Queen’s-gate-terrace, the wife of the 
Hon. Slingsby Bethell, of a daughter. 

MLOCOCK—On March 5, at 9, Cambridge-square, the wife of Charles 
Brodie Locock, Esq., Barrister-at- Law, of a daughter. 

PLUMTRE—On March 5, at 15, Belgrave-road, St. John’s-wood, the 
wife of Charles John Plumtre, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

FOREMAN—JENNER—On March 5, at Surbiton, Robert Stannard 
Foreman, Esq., Solicitor, sor of the late Robert Foreman, Esq., 
Solicitor, late of Tunbridge Wells, to Harriet, daughter of Henry 
Jenner, Esq., of Claremont-road, Surbiton. 

JEFFERIES—DAWSON—On Feb. 27, at Pitminster Parish Church, 
Somerset, the Rev. Edward Jefferies, M.A., rector of Grasmere, 
Westmoreland, to Martha Beatrice, daughter of Thomas Dawson, 
Esq., M.A., Barrister-at-Law, and J.P. for Westmoreland, Cumber- 
land, and Lancashire, of Allan Bank, Grasmere, Westmoreland. 

MOTT—FIELDER—On Feb. 28, at St. Saviour’s, Paddington, Albert 

Esq., of 3, Cambridge-place, Regent’s-park, and of the Middle 
Temple, to Emma, daughter of Henry Fielder, Esq., of 20, Carlton- 


villas, Maida-vale. 

PRATT—MACKENZIE—On Feb. 26, at St. George’s, Hanover-square, 
Will. Pratt, Esq., of Claverton-street, St. George’s-square, S8,W., to 
Amelia, widow of the late William Mackenzie, Esq., of Mitre-court- 
buildings, Temple. 

WHEATLEY—LOWNDES-— On March 5, at St, Mary’s, Windermere, 
Thomas Edward Wheatley, Esq., to Mary, youngest daughter of 
the late M. D, Lowndes, Esq., Solicitor, Liverpool. 

DEATHS, 
*BETHELL—On March 5, at 18, Queen’s-gate-terrace, Mary Slingsby, 
the infant daughter of the Hon. Slingsby Bethel). 

BOWKER—On March 3, at Whittlesey, Cambs, William Bowker, Esq., 
Solicitor, of Gray’s-inn, and of Sutton, Heston Parish, Middlesex, 


78. 
COOPER On yeh, 27, William Henry Cooper, Esq., Solicitor, Shrews- 


bury, e 

FLETOH R—On Feb. 28, at his residence, No, 8, Gambier-terrace, 
Liverpoo , John Fletcher, Esq., Solicitor. 

WARREN-— On Feb. 28, at 40, Leeson-street, Dublin, aged 76, Elizabeth 
Martha, relict of the late Richard Benson Warren, Esq., Q.C., 








reno lan. 
WHITING—On March I, at Addison-gardens, Kensington, aged 48, 


Caroline Laura, relict of the late Geor, 


Whiting, Esq., formerly 
of the Master of the Rolls’ Chambers, 


cery-lane, 
LONDON GAZETTES. 


GMinding-up of Point Stock Companies, 
Frrpar, March |, 1867, 
Liarrep in Caancerr. ‘ 
Gale’s Protected Gunpowder Com (Limited).—The Master of 
the Rolls has, by an order dated feb: 1, ordered that this company 








be wound up. Howard, Paternoster-row, solicitor for the petie 


London Biscuit Canpeny (Limited).—Creditors are required, on or be- 
fore March 21, to their names and addresses, and the parti- 
Soeredey Moreh s at 1a. ioutbnned f Seating dot claieeaames 

ursday, , iS & ‘or 

London Engi ‘neering and Iron Ship Buildi (Limited). 

n neering and Iron Ship Building ~ 
Petition for winding up, presented Feb 27, ivecseal be heard 
fore the Master of the Rolls on March 9. Morris & Co, Moorgate- 
st-chambers, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Clergy Club and Hotel Company (Limited).—Petition to continue the 
voluntary winding ee Feb 27, directed to be heard before 
the Master of the Rolls on March 9. Willoughby & Cox, Clifford’s- 
inn, solicitors for the petitioners. 


Lruitgp 1m CHANCERY. 
TourspaY, March 5, 1867. 

Martin’s Patent Anchor Company (Limited).—Petition for winding- 

up, presented March 2, directed to be heard before V, C. Malins on 
arch 15. Satchell & Chapple, Queen-st, Cheapside, Solicitors for 
the petitioner. * 

Friend in Need Life, Fire, Guarantee, and Accidental Assurance Com- 
pany (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, mted March 1, di- 
rected to be heard before the Master of the Rolls on March 16. Gre- 
gory & Co, Bedford-row, agents for Welsh, Manch, Solicitors for the 
petitioner. 

Gartness Iron and Steel Works Comyany (Limited).—Order to wind- 
up, made by Vice-Chancellor Wood Feb 23. 

ee a: Comveny sve wees gab Master of the ere by 
an order da’ an 31, appoin Frederick Whinney, 8, ewry, 
to be Official Liquidator, 

Nowgong Tea Company of Assam (Limited).—Creditors are required 
on or before April 4, to send their names or addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Samuel Lowell Price, 13, Gres- 
ham-st. Monday, Nov !8 at 2, is appointed for hearing and adjudi- 
cating u the debts and slaims. 

—— Old Brewery Company (Limited).~-Creditors are required, on 
or before April 2, to send their names and addresses, and the parti- 
culars of their debts or claims, to Samuel Lowell Price, 13, Gresham- 
st. Tuesday, April 16 at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudi- 
cating upon the debts and claims. 


Hriendtly Societies Dissolbed. 
TvuEspax, March 5, 1867. 
Nordley Friendly Provident Society, Falcon Inn, Ast Abbot 
Galop, Feb Yd “ aap my 


United Pilots, King’s Arms Tavern, Commercial-road East. Feb 28. 
Finsbury Mutual Life Assurance Association, 53, Exmouth-st, Cler- 
kenwell, March 2, 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, March 1, 1867. 
Clark, Wm, London, Drayman. March 4. Clark » Webb, V.C. Wood. 
“7. Me beens Leicester, Maltster. March 21. Cooper ¢ 
per, M. R. 

Dyson, David, Fartown, nr Huddersfield, York, Proprietor of Shooting 
Galleries. March 12. Hough v Lodge, V. C. Stuart. 

Hamilton, Chas Thos, Windsor-ter, Maida-hill, M.D. March 25. Ekin 
» Hamilton, V.C. Stuart. . 
Hersee, Dennett, South Mundham, Sussex, Yeoman, March 18. Whit- 

more v Whitmore, M. R. ‘ 

Lodge, Mary Ann, Lessada-st, Groye-rd, Old Ford, Widow. April 10. 
Ceesar » Cesar, V.C. Stuart. 

a 3 nad G80, Austin Friars, Esq. March 28. Mackay v Mackay, 

& Ins. 

Russell, Robt Jas, Bombay, Assistant Surgeon H.E.LC., and Mary 
Ann Louisa Russell, Palace-rd, Streatham-hill, Widow. June 24. 
Russell » Hyatt, V.C.Malins. 

Turspay, March 5, 1867, ‘ 

Greig, Wm, Oxford Lodge, Garratt-lane, Tooting. Gent. April 5. 
Arnold v Miller, V.C. Stuart. : 

Hobson, Fredk, Leeds. Newspaper Proprietor. March 20, Battison. v 
Hobson, V.C. Stuart. 

Lazenby, John, Daw-green, Dewsbury, York, Stenemason. April 10. 
Jowett v Smith, V.C. Stuart. : 

Plimsol), eae Holborn, Coal Merchant. April 10. 
Clayton ¢ Pili: A uart. 

Sage, Edwd, Northumnberiand-ter, Regent’s-pk-rd, Gent. March 25. 
Raymond v Sage, V.C. s 

Thouspeon, Mark Grayston, Beccles, Suffolk, Gent. April 10, Thomp- 
son v Stanford, V.C. Stuart. 

Crevitors under 22 & 23 Viet. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Clain. 
Farivar, March 1, 1867, : 

Bowerbank, Rev Lewis, Bath, Somerset, Clerk, April25, Graham & 
Lyde, Mitre-ct-chambers, Temple. : i 

Bowerbank, Anne Eliz, Kingston, Jamaica, Widow. April 25. 
Graham & Lyde, Mitre-ct-chambers, Temple. 

Dence, Hankow, China, Merchant, March 31. Simpson & Calling- 
ford, Gracechurch-st. 

Farrer, Cecilia, Gloucester-ter, Regent’s-park, Widow. March 31. 
Farrer & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. : 

be — he gh wee Dean, Gloucester, Coal Proprietor, April 20, 

rter & Gool ewnham. 

Harris, Geo, Bearwood, Berks, Carpenter. March 21, Whatley & 

land, Reading. 


’ ing. ‘ 
Hearn, John Hy, jun, Tinney, Lifton, Devon, Yeoman, June!. White 
& Dingley, Launceston. : 
a _ By. om, Tinney, Lifton, Devon, Yeoman, June l. White 
& ley, noeston. : 
Hodges. p sheng Weston-super-Mare, ‘Somerset, Lodging-house 
Keeper. March 25, Davies & Son, Weston-super-Mare. 
Jane Eliz, lifoka, Essex, Spinster. March 26, Frost, Leaden- 
Bt. 
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ee. Eliz, Licensed Victuallers’ Asylum, Camberwell, Widow. 
20. Kemshead, Sidmouth-ter, Commercial-rd, Peckham 
Geo, Trenewan, Cornwall, Yeoman, March 25. Harding, 


Nightingale Jas, Trafford-hill, Eggleseliffe, Durham, Farmer. May 

ewby & Co, Stockton-on-Tees. 

North, Wm, Upper Streatham, Esq. April 9. Withall, Parliament- 
st, Westminster. 

Norville, Edwd, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Fruiterer. March 25. 
Davies & Son, Weston-super-Mare. 

Pratt, Richd, Fenton, Stafford, Earthenware Manufacturer. April 22. 
Shelton, Hanley. 

Roberts, Jane, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset. March 25. Davies & 
Son, Weston-super-Mare. 

Rushton, Thos, Claverley, Salop, Gent. March 31. Emsley, Leeds. 

bag oe Sam], Hulme, Lancaster, Buteher, April 2. Attkins, 


Walker, Peter, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Gent. Aprill. Davies 
& Son, Weston-super-Mare. 
Tere, Mary, Boughton, Chester, Spinster, March 25. Tibbits, 
ester. 
Whiteman, John, Landilo, Carmarthen, Gent. May 1. Law & Co, 
win, 8 ,Linooln’ a: ait 
m_, Stockton rham, Brick Manufacturer. May 13. 
Newby & Co, Stockton-on-Tees,” ae 


TuxspDay, March 5, 1867, 

Basset, Peter, a! Aner Dolgelley, Merioneth, Gent. Aprill. Wil- 
kin, Tokenhouse- -yard. 

Bendall, Denis Amos, Chislehurst, Kent, Innkeeper. March 12. 
Blackman, Chislehurst. 

Chapman, Geo, Bradford- on-Avyon, Wilts, Undertaker. Aprill. Stone 
& Sparke, Bradford-on-Avon. 

Cook, Thos, Hereford-pl, Bird-in-Bush-rd, Builder. May 1. Ingle & 
Gooddy, King William-st. 

a Didsbury, Lancaster. March 25, Redfern & Co, 


Finch, Chas, Cambridge, Esq. April24. Foster & Harris, Coneeia- 

Jordan, Mary Ann, Stock, Essex, Widow. March 21. 
Chelmsford. 

Kidd, Wm, Talbot-villas, New-rd, Hammersmith, Gent. April 1. 
Johnson, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Lodge, Helen, Bishop’s-ter, Stoke Newington, Widow. April 15. 
Waltons & Hutt, Bucklersbury. 

Oliver, Geo, Centre-avenue, Covent-garden-market, Fruiterer. May 
15. Deller, Abchurch-villas, New-rd, Hammersmith. 

Peel, Regirald, Rugby, Warwick, Esq. March 30. Greene, Lichfield. 

Ray, Benj, Montague Arms, Montague Mews, Russel-sq. April 10. 
Rhodes, Church-ct, Clement’s-lane. 

> Robt, Gt Carlton, Lincoln, Farmer, April 24. Wood, 


uth. 
Vanner, John, Coleman-st, Silk Manufacturer. May 1. Ingle & 
Gooddy, King William-st. 
by 4 ‘Wm, Mark, Somerset, Yeoman, March 30. Hobbs & Seal, 
ells. 


Beeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Frrpay, March 1, 1867. 
Mom, Wm, Belgrave, Leicester, {[Brickmaker, Feb 13. Asst. Reg 
eb 28. 


Barrett, Francis, Fleet-st,Cutler. Feb %8. Comp. Reg March 1. 
Beddows, Wm, Aston-juxta-Birm, Builder. Feb 7. Comp. Reg 


Feb 28. 
= Robt, Nottingham, Smallware Dealer. Feb2, Comp. Reg 


Blackwood, Caroline, Panton-st, Haymarket, Assistant to a Refresh- 
ment-house Keeper. Feb25. Comp. Reg Feb 26, 
Blagrove, John Edwd, gare St, Portland-pl, Concert Agent. Feb 


25. Comp. Reg Feb 2 
Booth. ob, Genie: ‘rd, Architect. Feb 25. Comp. Reg 
arc! 
ee Warwick-st, Regent-st, Military Tailor. Feb 11. Asst. 
eg Fe’ 
Butt, Fredk ee Gosport, Southampton, Corn Factor. Feb 19. 
Asst. Reg Feb 


Cooper, Wm, Walsall, Stafford, Innkeeper. Feb2. Asst. Reg Feb 28. 
Co’ ingley, Joseph, Newton-heath, Lancaster, Boiler Maker. Feb 11. 


Ass Feb 27. 
ser Thos, Buckhurst- hill, Essex,’ Commercial Clerk. Feb 23, 


Comp. Reg March | 

Cott, Freak, , See ty Wholesale Confectioner. Feb 26. Comp. Reg 
e 

Cox, Edwd Jas, pois, Bewdley, Worcester, Horse Dealer. Feb 20. 
Comp. Reg Feb 2 

Crossley, Fredk Benj: & Smith Sey" — York, Manufactur- 
ing Chemists. Feb1l. Asst. Reg Feb 2 

gy tte Hulton, Whitefield, nr Manch, Rice Feb 27. Comp. 
eg Feb 28. 

Firmin, Geo Jordan, Atlas Works, Millwall, Manufacturing Chemist. 
Feb 4, Asst. Reg Feb 28. 

Fletcher, Geo Swann, Wharram-le-Street, York, Farmer. Feb 18. 
Asst. Reg Feb 27. 

Forder, Richd Reading, Nomar to Arthur-st, Old Kent-rd, Tailor. 
Feb 7. Comp. Reg ht. 

Foulsham, Chas, Thetford, Norfolk, Baker. Feb7. Asst. Reg Feb 28. 

Gray, Jas, Basinghall- -st, Gent. Feb 26. Comp. Reg Feb 

Grilion, Chas, New Bond-st, Hotel Keeper. Feb 1. Asst. Reg 
eb 28. 

Griffiths, ae ees, Glamorgan, Shearer at a Tinworks, 
Feb 2. Comp. Reg Feb 2 

mop Borre Lorentz, Hull, "York, Draper. Feb 20, Comp. Reg 


Holt, Wm, Northallerton, York, Auctioneer. Feb 22. Asst. Reg 
— Thos, jun, Meriden, Warwick, Publican. Jan 31, Comp. Reg 


Hunt, Dan! Thos, Oriental-pl, Grundy-st, Poplar, Beershop Keeper. 
Feb2, Comp. Reg Feb 28. 





a 5 * aan » Islip-st, Kentish-town, Builder. Feb 9, Ast. Re Rog 


Jackson, John, Nottingham, Lace Maker. Feb25. Asst. mere, 
“hee am sur Dursley, Gloucestershire, " 

Comp. el 
ys Worthing, Sussex, Bookseller. Jan 25. Comp, 


Reg Feb 21. 
Koakt O wisad Sandy’s-row, Bishopsgate, Tailor. Feb 26. Comp, Reg 
whiog Feb” Jun, Birm, Boot Manufacturer. Jan 26, Comp, 


sy: Baie igismund, Rosendale-rd, West Dulwich, Comm Agent, 

laneb 22, Asst. Reg Feb 27. 

Llewellyn, David, Carmarthen, Painter. Feb 7. Comp. Ft gs 

9 ah Sunderland, Durham, Draper. Jan 26. Reg 
e 

Manning, Chas, Torquay, Devon, Auctioneer, Jan 31. oan Reg 


Feb 27. 

Martin, Wm, Dartford, Kent, Beershop Keeper. Feb 27. Comp. Reg 
March 1. 

Mertia, By. Park-rd, Clapham, Grocer, Feb 21, Comp. Reg 
Feb 2 


Marzetti, Augustus Camillus, Vine-st, Minories, Export Merchant. Jan 
21, Asst. Reg Feb 28 

May, ~~ piney Draper, & Fanny May, Truro, Cornwall. Feb 6, 
Ass eb 

McEvoy, Jas, Manch, Accountant. Feb 25. Comp. Reg Feb 28, 

Metcalie, Lyf John, Monkwearmouth, Durham, Grocer. Feb 6, 

Monten, John, sh, Manufacturing Chemist. Jan31. Asst. Reg 
Feb 2 

Mam, John, Manch, Restaurant Keeper. Feb 20, Comp, Reg 


b 27. 
Moaiey, Fredk Barned, Pall Mall, Middx,Gent. Feb 2. Inspectorship.. 
Reg March 
Naylor, Saml Henry, Sheffield, Painter. Feb 18. Asst. Rog: 
Feb 27. 


Nurton, Geo, Praed-st, Paddington, Printer. Feb 19. Comp. Reg 
28. 


Oakes, John, Leigh, Lancaster, Grocer. Jan 29. Comp. Reg Feb 26.. 
Parry, Thos, Montgomery, Grocer. Feb 1. Asst. Reg Feb 28. 

Roberts, David, Llangollen, Cattle Dealer. Feb 2. Asst. Reg Feb 27. 
wy 9 , Hy, Kingsgate-st, Holborn, Engineer. Jan 30. Comp. Reg 


simmons, T Isaachar, Geslten sa, Peckham, Leather Dresser. Feb 25. 
mp. 
—_? Sent Bath ‘st, City-rd, Pawnbroker. Jan 31. Comp. Reg 


PR oN Walter, Manch, Silk Broker. Feb8. Asst, Reg Feb 26. 

Sykes, Wm, West Ardsley, York, Joiner. Feb 26. Comp. Reg Feb 27, 

Taylor, Wa, a City-rd, Wholesale Furniture Factor. Jan 4. 
Asst. 

Thompson, me Bey! & John Tc Middlesborough, York, Joiners, 
Jan 31. Comp. Reg Feb 27 

Wagner, Isaac, — 8-rOW, Spitalfields, Pickle Dealer, Feb ‘14, 
Comp. Reg Feb 2 

Walter, Fredk, King’s-rd, Chelsea, Shoeseller. Feb 7. Asst, Reg 


Feb 27. 
be = Chas Felgate, Jarrow, Durham, Grocer. Feb !. Comp. Reg 
West, Tose, Earl Shilton, Leicester, Innkeeper. Feb 13. Comp. 
g Marc 
= aes SOROS Poe Docks, Builder. Feb 25, Comp. 
eg Feb 
Williamson, John Austin, Charles-st, Oxford-st, Corn Dealer, Feb 20, 
Comp. Reg March 1. 
bab ves ty Eleanor, Llanddemolen, Carnarvon, Widow. Feb8, Asst. 
Wilkinson, Toseph, Seuth Crosland, nr Huddersfield, York, Licensed 
Cake and Cattle Food Dealer. Jan3l. Comp. Reg Feb 27. 
Wier. Fae rocter, Cumberland-st, Pimlico, Clerk. Feb 23. Comp. 


Wooley, fw Salford, Lancaster, Baker. Feb 27. Comp. Reg 
arc. 
Wray , Hy, Leeds, Publican, Feb 27. Comp. Reg March 1, 


Tvrspay, March 9, 1867. 
—_ Wm Peter, Oxford, Fancy Stationer. Feb 26, Asst. Reg 


5. 
Lao Thos, Slough, Bucks, Corn Merchant. Feb 7. Asst, Reg 
arch 
Baker, Thos Beecroft, Bath, Somerset, Grocer. Feb 8. Asst. Reg 


Bale, Louis Benj, & Wm Hy Bale, Borough-rd, Drapers. March 4. 
Comp. Reg March 5 

gk ve. Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Feb20. Comp. Reg 

a Windsor, Berks, Surveyor. Feb 12. Asst. Reg 
arc’ 

— ae, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Bootmaker. Feb 12. Conv. Reg 
arch 4, 

Coes, ts Welbeck-st, Cavendish-sq, Jeweller. Feb 16. Comp. 


arc 
Couteur, John le, Trinity-st, Tower-hill, Master Mariner. March 2. 
Comp. Reg March 4 
Das John, High-st, Poplar, Middx, Hosier. Feb 26. Comp. Reg 


Day, Geo, Kingsland-rd, Middx, Builder, March 4. Comp. Reg 
ar 

Da. Arthar, Sheffield, York, Builder. Feb 25, Asst. Reg 
Eines, soba Langford, Nottingham, Hosier. Feb 14, Comp. Reg 

rch 2 
Ferguson, Robt Gordon, Leadenhall-st, Ship Chandler. Feb4. Comp- 
Reg March 4 
Fielding, Jas, Manch, Auctioneer. Feb 28. Comp. 


March 5. 
Hadfield, John, & John Rel, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Shipbuilders. Fob 
4, Asst. Reg March 1 
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Robt, pm Merchant. Feb8. Comp. Reg March 5. 
i, orsorot Geo" Micheal, Brighton, “Grocer. Feb A. Aast. 


Howell, Foun Willson, Tottenham, Builder. Feb 14. Asst. Reg 

Trvine, John ew. Lieut. H. M.’s Ship Duke of Wellington. Feb 20, 
Comp. Reg March 4. 

Jacques, Wm, Walsall, Stafford, Wheelwright. Jan 3!. Comp. Reg 
Feb 

Jon, some, Exchange-ct, Strand, Cook. Feb 9. Comp. Reg 

oo ery Ada, & Emma Sarah King, Southam, Warwick, School- 

ber Town Feb 12. Asst. Reg March 1. 

‘King, Sidney, Westbury, Wilts, Tailor. Feb. 22. Reg 

Lewis, Me _— Alfred, aeafan” Islington, Wholesale Stationer. Feb 


Reg M 
orough. market, Fruit Salesman. Feb 28. Comp. Reg 
March 1. 


ony. Reg 


Comp. 


Lom, wn 


May, Thos, Holbeck, York, Engineer. Feb 27. Comp. 
Nagington, Jas, Cheswardine, Salop, Hay Dealer. Feb Pa 


March 4 
Nicholson, Thos, Carlisle, Tailor. Feb 5. Comp. Reg March 4. 
Patterson, Hy, Hammersmith, Draper. Feb 2. Asst. Reg March 2. 
be > er ‘Cmden-town, Confectioner. March 1. 
‘arc 
Reay, ny tos, ee Northumberland, Draper. Feb 5. Cony. 
Reg 
Rendell, Isaac, Clink, nr Frome, Somerset, Baker. Feb 26. Asst. 
"Reg March 4. 
Robson, John, Leeds, out of business. Feb 26. Comp. Reg March 1. 
Soholes, Samal, » Spink Well, Dewsbury, York, Joiner. Feb 12. Asst. 
eb 
Snape, Elijah, Chester, General Dealer. Feb7, Asst. Reg March 4, 
—, Thos, jun, Deal, Kent, Draper. Feb 2. Comp. Reg 
March 
Spence, Saml, Leeds, Leather Cutter, Feb 12. Comp. Reg March 5. 
Stanton, Wm, Ola Change, Warehouseman. Feb 15. Asst. Reg 
March 
Steinitz, Julius Jas, Crouchfield, Hertford, Gent. Feb 2. Asst. Reg 
Asst. Reg March 4, 
Asst. Reg 


rc! 
itt, Robt, Manch, Travelling Draper. Feb 14. 


ickson, Geo Bland, Harmston, Lincoln, Grocer. Feb 4. 


March 4. 
lor, John, & Jas Taylor, Sheffield, Comm Agents. Feb 23. Comp. 
arch 1 


aces, Jabez, & Anthony Husband, Grantham, Lincoln, General 


Dealers. Feb rv Conv. Reg March 4. 
Tilly, Wm Thos, Manch, Restaurant Keeper. Feb 2, Asst. Reg 


March 1. 

Townend, Thos, Burnley, Lancaster, Draper. Feb 18, Asst, Reg 

4, 

Turner, John, St Paul-st, New North-rd, Chair Manufacturer, Feb 12. 
Asst. Reg March 5. 

Tyzack, Geo, & Philip Peace, Sheffield, Saw Manufacturers. Feb 7. 
Asst. Re; sore 3. 

Vimpany, Dan), High-st, Camden-town, Jeweller. Feb 14, 


Comp. Reg } arch 
Walker, Robt, Kingston-upon-Hull, Builder. Feb 13, Asst, 


Marc 
Williams, Wm, Joseph Williams, & Geo Summers, Brightside, Shef- 
field, Iron Mannfacturers, Feb1. Inspectorship, Reg March 1. 
Woodward, Robt, St Paul’s-rd, Islington, Surveyor. Feb 27. Asst. 


Reg March |. 
Gankruyts. 
Farpay, March 1, 1867. 
To Surrender in London. 
Allen, John Harrison, Cannow-row, Westminster, out of business, Pet 
Feb 27. March 25 at 12. Duffield & Bruty, Tokenhouse-yd. 
a, Wm, Ballard’s-lane, Finchley, Bricklayer, Pet Feb 25. March 
at 12. 
Beale Thos Fras, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 18. March 19 
at ll. 
Barnes, Geo, Grove-rd, Mile-end-rd, Slater. Pet Feb 25. March 20 at 
2 eg age Gt Coram-st. 
rd, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 23 (for pau). March 
20 at 2. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
5 0T% , Julius Martin, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 22. March 
Brown, Maria, Sandgate, Kent, Spinster. Pet Feb 14. March 23 at 2. 
Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 
Chandler, Wm, Westham-abbey, Essex, out of business. Pet Feb 22. 
March 14 at 12. Reid, Bow-lane, Cheapside. 
m, John, Islington-ter, Barnsbury, Attorney’s Clerk. Pet Feb 
Mareh i4 at 1. Le Blanc & Co, New Bridge-st, Blackfriars. 
comand, Auguste, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 18. March 19 


con, Wm, Bampton, Oxford, Baker. Pet Feb 25. March 25 at 11, 
w & Co, Gray’s-inn-sq. 
Kitt, Geo Robt, Prisoner for Debt, Norwich. Adj Feb 14. March 19 


at 
Frew, Jas Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 26. March 13 
at 2. Greville, St Swithin’s-lane. 
Green, Lewis, Prisoner for pee ok Lc saare Adj Feb 27. March 25 at 
12, Pitman, Guildhall-chambe 
®, John, Prisoner for Debt, Oxford. Adj Feb 19. March 19 


Barner, John, Ball’s-pond-rd, Islington, Greengrocer. Pet Feb 25, 
March 14 at 2. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Harris, Kennett, Drom. for Debt, London, Pet Feb 25. March 25 


wa, 11, — 
we Sekmeo, W im, ole, lot Clothier. Pet Feb 27, March 13 at 2. Brook, 
w-inn. 
Haghes, » Sampson, Regent-st, Lambeth, out of business. Pet Feb 25. 
arch 25 at ll. Doyle, Verulam-buildings, Chancery-lane, 
aecn, John Fredk, Long-alley, Finsbury, Cabinet Maker. Pet Feb 
March 11 at 12. Mason, ymond’s-inn, 


Reg 





Lay ey Dey Allen-rd, Stoke Newington, Corn Dealer. _ Pet Feb 26. 
9at 12. Davis, Ironmonger-lane. 
Kine Ja Jacob Peter, Crown-st, Soho, Dealer in Horse Flesh. Pet Feb 27. 
-Mareh ~» at 2, Chipperfiald, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house. 
a — 1 Riding Master. Pet Feb 26. March 
el ustinfriars 


— Michael, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 25 (for pau). 
March 13 at 12. Goatly, Bow-st. 

Linton, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 18. March 19 at 11. 

Marshall, Sydney Powell, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 18. 
March 19 at ll. 

Nash, Wm Geo, Cambridge-rd, Kilburn, Corn Dealer, Pet Feb 20. 
March 14 at 11. Wetherfield, Co!eman-st. 

Nurse, Cedric, New Bond-st, Coach Builder. Pet Feb 12, March 25 
at 11. Treherne & Co, Aldermanbury. 

P , Wm, sen, Hampden-st, haw ay hata Bricklayer. Pet Feb 26. 
March 13 atl. ion, Clifford’s 

Reiner, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, pd oo "Pet Feb 23 (for pau). March 
19at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Reeves, Joseph, Kent-st, Southwark, Tin Plate Worker. Pet Feb 25. 
March 25 at !1. Buchanan, Gt Knight Rider-st 

Ring, Edwd Jas, Oxendon-st, Haymarket, Chemist, Pet Feb 27. March 
25atli. Russell, Ludgate-hil 

a9; te Paul, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 18. March 19 

1 

Rogers, John Banting, Hastings, Engraver. Pet Feb 25. March lias 
2. by seeing, AS eee Clifford’s-inn. 

Roots, Martin, Shipbourne, nr Tunbridge, Kent, Timber Merchant. 
Pet Feb 25. March 19 at12. Fowke, James-st. 

Simmonds, Stephen, Bosham, nr Chichester, Master Mariner. Pet Feb 
25. arch 25 atl. Paterson & Son, Bouverie-st. 

Smart, Wm, Gore-ter, Bishop’s-rd, Victoria-pk, Silk Trimming Manu- 
facturer. Pet Feb 25. Marchi3at1l!. Munday, Basinghall-sé. 

Smith, Geo, Allen-st, Goswell-st, Clerkenwell, out of business, Pet 
Feb 23. March 13 at 11. Marshall, Lincoln’ s-inn-fields. 

Somes, Thos, Pleasant-row, Upper Holloway, out of —, Pet 
Feb 25. March 14at 2. Cotton, Bell-yard, Doctor’s-co 

Swatman, Wm, E!m-st, Gray’s-inn-rd, Painter. Pet Feb 25. 25. "March 
14 at 2. Rigby, Coleman-st. 

Wm, Summerford-st, North-st, Bethnal-green, Grocer. Pet 


Tame, 
Feb : 27. March 23 at 2. Blake, Lothbury. 
Thorn, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Feb 18. March 19 


atl. 

Thorne, Richd, Gravel-lane, Southwark, Baker. Pet Feb 25, March 
14 at ll. Ody, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Valpy, Wm Hy, Norwood-ter, Notting-hill, Surgeon. Adj Feb 22, 
March 13 at 1. 

Webb, ~~ W: scombe-ter, Hornsey-rd, Cattle Dealer. Pet Feb 27. 

Field, Furnival’s-inn. 

Wells, y donde Bishopsgate-st Within, Eating-house Keeper. Pet 
Feb 26. March 13 at 12. Gammon, Cloak- lane. 

White, Sam] John, Slough, Bucks, Baker. Pet Feb 25. March 14 at 2. 
Haynes, Serle-st. 

Williams, John, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Pet Feb 26. March 
i3atl. Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Youens, Chas, Cottage-grove, Mile End-rd, Teacher of Music. Pet 
Feb 26. March 13 ati. Wetherfield, Coleman-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 
Adams, John, Framingham Pigot, ee Horse Dealer. Pet Feb 27. 
Norwich, March 12at tl. Sadd, Norw: 
bee Att John, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. we Feb 15. Lpool, March 
atl 

Bailey, Thos Sharpe, Prisoner for Debt, Warwick. Adj Feb 16. Birm, 
March 29 at 10. 

Brown, John, Truro, Cornwall, Butcher. Pet Feb 26. Truro, Marcit’ 
12 at 3, Carlyon & Paull, Truro. 

Behr, John, Lymington, Southampton, Confectioner. Pet Feb 25. 
Lymin, og March 13 at 12, Mackey, Southampton. 

Betson, Jas, Wellingborough, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Pet 
Feb 25. "Wellingborough, March 13 at 11.30. White, Northamp- 


ton. 

Billinge, John, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 26. Lpool, March 
12at1l. Henry, Lpool. 

oo ey John Koscoe, Lpool, Gent. Pet Feb 25. Lpool, March 14 

Burley, Richd, Salford, out of business. Pet Feb 26, Manch, March 
12 at 9.30. Law » Manch. 

Caldecott, Robt Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Warwick. Adj Feb16. Birm, 
March 13 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm 

Clarke, Saml, Prisoner for Debt, Warwick, Adj Feb 16. Birm, March 
29 at 10. Guest, Birm. 

Colthurst, John, Chew Magna, Somerset, Surgeon. Pet Feb 25. Bris- 
tol, March 13 atil. Abbot & Leonard 

Cooper, Wm & Harriet, Tamworth, Warwick, Plumbers. Pet Feb 26. 
Birm, March 22 at 12. W ood, Birm. 

Cooper, Ellen, & Agnes Groves Cooper, Melksham, Wilts, School- 
mistress. Pet Feb 26, Melksham, March 16 at 11. Rawlings, Melk- 


sham. 
Deacon, Fredk, Northampton, Manager of Steam Sawing and Mould- 
ing Mills. Pet Feb 21. Northampton, March 9 at 10. Becke, Nor- 


thampton, 

Fairweather, Wm, Norwich, Baker. Pet Feb 26. Norwich, March 12 
at li. Chittock, Norwich. 

Feek, John, Stoke Holy Cross, Norfolk, Carpenter. Pet Feb 27. Nor- 
wich, March 12 at 11. Emerson, Norwich. i 

Fetherston, John, Prisoner for Debt, Warwick. Pet Feb 20, Birm, 
March 13 at 12. Allen, Birm. 

Field, Wm, & Wm Palmer, Birm, feng Seen. Pet Feb 20. 
Birm, March 13 at 12. Hodgson & Son, B: 

—_ Lona es Butcher” Pet Feb 25, neh, March 12 at 9.30. 

anch. 

Floyd, Wm, Northampton, Retail Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. Pet 

Feb 21. Northampton, March 9 at 10. Sheild, Northampton. oR 


Francis, Geo Wm, Luson, Holbeton, Devon, Road Surveyor. 
Feb 27. East Stonehouse, March 12 at 11. Edmonds & Sons, Ply- 


mouth. 
Gibbins, John, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Feb20. Maidstone, 
March 12 at 2. 
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Gresley, Fras, Prisoner for Debt, Manch, Adj Feb19. Manch, March 
18 at il. 
Crores. Robt, Worcester, Beerhouse —— Pet Feb 25. Worcester 

March 12 at he Clutterbuck, Worces' 
Halfpenny, Thos, Walsall, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 26. 
alsall, March 12 at 12. Duignan & Co, Walsall. 
, Robt Reed, Middlesbrough, York, Chapel Kee Pet Feb 22. 
Stockton-on-Tees March 8 at 11. Bainbridge, Mir des brough. — 
Clatcombe, Sherborne, Dorset, Farm Bailiff. 
Pet Feb. 25. 2. gr ymouth, Mareh 13 at 11. es wes *Weymou th. 
re , Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Feb 21. [eeds, Mareh 


we Hy, Manch, Shirtmaker. Pet Jan 1}. Manch, March 18 
at 12. Storer, Manch, 
Jackson, By, + re for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Feb 20. Lpool, 


Seton tan ‘Dadley, Worcester, Machinist. Pet Feb 27. Birm, 
Mareh 15 at 12. Warmi ton, ee 

Jones, John, Friog, nr Dolgelly, Merioneth, Joiner. Pet Feb 26. 
Lpool, March 14 at 11. oceans hee Lpool. 

Laband, Wm, & Harriet Payne, Birm, Carvers. Pet Feb 25. Birm, 
March 13 at 12. Burberry, Bewdly. 

Mand, John, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Flour Dealer. Pet Feb 
“ae Newark, March 13 at 12. Ashley, Newark. 

illington, Chas Wilson, Studley, Warwick, Needle Manufacturer. Pet 

web 16. Birm, March 13 at 12. Brownin; & Son, Redditch. 

Monaghan, Joseph, Port Clarence, Durham, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 25, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, March 11 at 12.30. Watson, Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne. 

Nash, Jas, aaa for Debt, Gloucester? Adj Feb 16. Gloucester, 
March 9 a! 

Neate, Edwin, Bath, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Feb 25. Bath, March 15 
atll. Bartrum, Bath 

Netley, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Petworth. Adj Feb 19. Petworth 
March 9 at3. Downer, Petworth. 

Noble, Robt, Woodstock, Oxford, Draper. Pet Feb 15(for pau). Ox- 
ford, March 12 at 10. Thompson, Oxford. 

Poole, Fras Jeffery, Newington, Kent, Bootmaker, Pet Feb 25. Hythe, 
March 20 at li. Minter, Folkestone. 

Price, Richd, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb23. Worcester, 
March 12 at ll. Wilson, Worcester. 

Quin, Dan], Whitehayen, Cumberland, Collier. Pet Feb 25. White- 
haven, March 13 at 10. Mason, itehaven. 

Quintin, Augustus Fredk, Cheltenham, out of oe Pet Feb 

Cheltenham, March 12 at LI. Chesshyre, Chelte: 

Roberts, Jas, Lpooi, Butcher, Pet Feb 26, Lpool, March 13 at 12. 
Blackhurst, Lpoo! 

Sadler, Jas, Middlesborongh, York, Keelman, a ~~ 27. Stockton- 
on-Tees, March 13 at 11. Dobson, Middlesboro 

Scott, John, Nottingham, Grocer. Pet Feb 20. “Mottingham, March 
6atll. Briggs, Nottingham. 

Shaw, John, Rotherham, York, Architect. Pet Feb 25. Leeds, March 
13at 12. Marsh & Edwards, Rotherham, 

Shuttleworth, John Bancroft, Hyde, Chester, Plasterer. Pet Feb 25, 
*Manch, March J8 at 11. Boote & Rylance, Manch. 

Sidders, Hy, Teynham, Kent, Brick Maker. Pet Feb 26. -Faversham, 
March 13 at 12. Johnson, Faversham. 

Stainton, Wm, Waterloo, Lancaster, Painter. Pet Feb 25. Lpool, 
March 12 at 3. Ritson, Lpool. 

Stevens, John, Oldswinford, Worcester, Chain Maker. Pet Feb 27. 
Stourbridge, March 18 at 10. Pearman, Stourbridge. 

Warren, Matthew Hy, Alphington, Devon, General Merchant. Pet Jan 
10. Exeter, fares 20 at 12. Clarke, Exeter. 

Wedge, John, Prisoner for Debt, Stafford. Pet Feb 25. Birm, March 
15 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Wie, Wm, Iffiey, Oxford, Shoemaker. Adj Feb 19. Oxford, March 12 
at 10. 

Wigmore, Jas, Birm, Greengrocer. Pet Feb 23. Birm, March 29 at 10. 


‘ard, Birm. 
Winfield, Chas, Witney, Oxford, Cattle Dealer. Adj Feb 19. Oxford, 
March 14 at |. 


TvEspay, March 5, 1867, 
To Surrender in London. 
Archer, Fredk Jas, Queen’s-rd, St John’s-wood, Professor of Music. 
Pet March 1. March 18 at 12. Russell & Co, old Jewry-chambers. 
Backhurst, Wm, Twickenham-pk, Builder. Pet Feb 25. March 27 at 1. 
Pook, Lawrence Pountney-hill. 

Barnfield, Wm Jas, Princes-st, Bedford-rew, Holborn, Chimney Sweep. 
Pet March {. March 21 at 12. Beard, Basinghall-st. 

—_ Geo, Victoria-ter, Larkhall-lane, Clapham, Warehouseman’s 

tant. Pet Feb 25. March 25 at 12. Gammon, Cloak-lane. 

Bradfield, Mary, Portman-sq, no occupation, Pet March 2. March 27 
at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Bright, Hy Benj, Kelland-rd, Plaistow, out of business. Pet Feb 28, 
March 18 at il. Brown, Basingh all-st. 

Calise, Ferdinand, & Fredk Calise, Duke st, Grosvenor-sq, Confec- 
tioners. Pet Feb 28. March 18 at 11. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Chappelow, Hy, Long-acre, Bridle Cutter. Pet March 4. March 18 at 
12. Wild & Barber, Ironmonger-lane. 

Chinton, Geo, Cambridge-st, Golden-sq, Regents, General Dealer. 
Pet Feb 27. March 19at 1. Dobie, Basinghall-st 

Co oe st, Edgware-rd, Beershop Keeper. Adj Feb 22. 

arc a 

Dadd, Thos, Praed-st, Paddington, Leather Cutter. Pet March 2. 
‘March 27 at 12. Bartlett, St Mary’s-sq, Paddington. 

Darling, Robt, Bridge-court, Cannon-row, Westminster, Licensed 
‘Victualler, Pet March 1. March 27 at 12, Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Downs, Edwd Saml, Hadleigh, Suffolk, Builder. Pet Feb 27” March 
19 at 12. Harper, Philpot-lane. 

Elworthy, Albert Hy, Prisoner for Debt. Pet Feb 26. March 19 at 12. 
‘Willett, Gray’s-inn-sq. 

Gilbert, John, Py yoy onan, Wheelwright. Pet Feb 13. March 
27 at 1. & Co, Cheapside. 

Green, Litchfield, & Fredk Green, Landerdale-buildings, Aldersgate- 
st, Stationers. Pet Feb 28. March 19 at |. Walker, Moorgate-st. 
Hart, Thos, Gomm-cottage, Lower-rd, Rotherhithe. Pet Feb 28. 

March 25 ‘at 2. Moss, Gracechurch-st. 





Hills, Chas Jas, Northfleet, Kent, Green A om Pet Feb 28. March 
25 at2. Russell & Co, Old Jewry-chambe: 

Holmden, Richd, Limpsfield, Surrey, Former. Pet Feb 27. Marchl9 
atl. Taylor, Lawrence Pountney- 

Howlett, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 28 (for pau). March 
18at1l. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers. 

Johnson, Hy, Downham-market, Norfolk, Flax Manufacturer. Pet 

nd 23. 20 at 1. Shum & Crossman, King’s-rd, Bedford- 


Py John, Park-rd North, Acton, Builder. Pet Feb 28. March 95 
2. Treherne & Co, rmanbury. 

Jones, John, Upper Stamford. ry Blackfriars-rd, Mantle Mannufac. 
turer. = Feb 28.. March 19 at 2. Beetholme, Gt Coram-st 
Brunswick-sq. 

Ke Louisa, King’s-sq, Goswell-rd, Middx, Lod, 

Keeper. March Peete leas is Seneth my 
Cavendish-s 
xing, , John, john, Balington, Es Essex, Saddler. Pet Feb 26. March 25 at ws 
Broad-s: 

Keb Edwin wosken Bird, Ranelagh-st, Hesteny out of business, 
Fet Feb 28. March 19 at2. Reed, Chancery-lane. 

Beveetys Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 22, March 97 
atl 


Norris, “Wm, Bolingbroke-gardens, Church-row, Battersea, General 
Dealer, Tet March 1. March 21’ at 12. Pittman, Guildhall-chan- 


Page, . Christopher Hy, Carlton-st, Kentish-town, Builder. Pet Feb 26, 
nga, Oi 5 at 12. Allen, Ly =e lane. 

ater We. Norwich, Coal Mi t. Pet Feb 28. March 19at1, 
Tillett, Norwich. 

Rees, Hy, Vincent-st, Westminster, Cattle Slaughterer. Pet Feb 25, 
March 20 at 2. Smith, Denbigh-st, Pimlico. 

Simmons, Mark Geo, Myddleton-sq, Islington, out of business, Pot 
Feb 20. March 20at 11. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 
Staples, Thos, Swanley, Kent, Farmer. Pet Feb 28, March 19 at2, 
Russell & Co, Old Jewry-c! bers, 

aa gr Jas, South-grove, Stamford-ill, Builder. Pet March 1, 
March 18 at 12, Angell, Guildhall-yd, 

Walkley, Jas, Aucklan: -pl, Battersea, Carpenter. Pet Feb 25. March 

19at 2. Morris, Leicester-sq. 

Wilbraham, Joseph Dickenson, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Feb 

22. March 21 at 12, 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Adlington, John, Chesterfield, Derby, Carter. Pet March 1. Chester- 
field, March 19 at 11. Binney & Son, Sheffield 

Aikman, Geo, Salford, Lancaster, ree. Pet Feb 28. Manch, March 
19 at 11. Bellhouse’ & Bond, Manch 

Albrow, Nathaniel, Prisoner for Debt, Ipswich, Pet Feb 23 (for pau), 
Ipswich, March 13 at 12, 

ant coed, Derby, » Pork Butcher. Pet Feb 14. Derby, March 21 at 

riggs, ys 

Pi. in Frank, M Mossley, York, Cotton Spinner, Pet Feb 28. Manch, 
March 22 at 12. Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 

Asinacn, Thos, jun, Spennithorne, York, Bootmaker. Pet Feb 21. 

Leyburn, March }4at 10. Calvert, Masham. 

Bate lor, John, Kidderminster, Worcester, Butcher. Pet Feb 37, 
Birm, March 2¢ at 12, Saunders, jun, Kidderminster. 

Bate, Wm, Bodmin. Cornwall, “wise Pet March 2. Bodmin, 
March 23 at 10. Wallis, Bod : 

Bell, oe le Hosier. Pet "Feb 26. Derby, March 21 at 12, 


Moody, 

Be ay trod. Y Eiappanater Farm, Northleigh, Devon, Farmer, Pet 
Feb 28. Honiton, March 16at2. Dommett, Chard. 

Bridgman, Wm, Caistock, Cornwall, Farmer, Pet Feb 28. Exeter, 
March 20 at 12. Edmonds & Son, Plymouth. 

es ” Nua Grocer. Pet cb 28. Manch, March 15 at 11 


eald, 
orn ee, General Dealer. Pet Feb 28. Bristol, March 22 
atl 
_—— Thos, Nether Stowey, Somerset, Cordwainer. Pet Feb 27,. 
ater, March 20 at 10. Trevor, Nether Stowey. 
Cock, hos, Stannington, nr Morpeth, Northumberland, Timber 
a yy Pet Feb 13. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, March 18 at 12 
oyle 
Craggs, Geo, Long Newton, Durham, Butcher. Pet March 1, Stock- 
ton-on-Tees, March 20 at il. Dobson, Middlesbrough. 
Curran, Edwd, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Comedian. Pet Feb 28. 
Manch, March 28 at 9.30. Law, Manch. 
Derrett, Rebt, Newport, Monmouth, ae Pet March 2. Bristol, 
March 16 atll. Abbott & Leonard, Bristo! 
—_ et Fender Maker. Pet Feb 7 * Birm, March 29 at 10. 
rown, 
Dowling, Caleb, Hedge-end, nr Botley, Southam “7rY Market Gar- 
dener. see ant i. Southampton, March 18 at 12. Mackey, 


Southam 

Elcock, —y John, Bridgnorth, Selon. Butcher. Pet March 1. 
Bridgnorth, March 15 at 12. Batte, Bridgnorth. 

Elliott, John, Ouseburn Flint Mills, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet Feb 12. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, March 18 ab 12.30, Ranson & Son, Sunderland. 

Emery, Thos, Wednesbury, Sratiord, Carpenter. Pet Feb 28, Walsall, 
March 20 at 12. Bower, Bils 


Forster, Bond, Cardiff, + Revencmag Tailor. Pet Feb 27. Bristol, March — 


15 at 11. jriffiths,, Cardiff. 
Freemantle, Frank, Bow-bridge, Stratford, Essex, out of business. 
Pet March 2. Christchurch, arch 19 at 12. Hanslip, Gt James-st, 


Bedford-row. 

Gill, Job, gg trig Dorset, Farmer. Pet Feb 28, Exeter, March 
15 at 11.30. Floud, Exeter, 

Goodwin, Alfred, Chatham, Kent, Grocer. Pet March 1. Rochester, 
March 15 at 2. Hilder, Gravesend. 

ere Chas, Prisoner for Debt, York, Adj Feb 21. Leeds, March 18 


Griffin, Aquila, Prisoner for Debt, Stafford. Adj Feb 11. Stoke-upon- 
Trent, March 18 atll, Tennant, Hanle: 


, Wm, Hanley, Stafford, Beaheun, Pet March 2. Hanley, 


Hayn 
April ‘13 at 12. Tennant, Hanley. 





fe. - 8 pe fee oe 





“form :— 


State what Life Policy (if re ) is proposed to be effected with.the 
‘Gresham i 
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Bayne, Tos Darlaston, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet March 2. EN and INK SKETCHES in CHANCERY. 
= Wi, San rena Tabonrer Pet Feb 26. Chesterfield, P ‘alee 8 Sen, se: Taiacety-ede, and all Booksellers. 
Wm, Beeston, Nottingham, Naphtha Manufacturer. Pet LATHOM BROWNE E ON LIMITED LIABILITY. 


h 1. Birm, March 19 at 11. Hawkridge & Cockayne, Not- 


moly, J John, “= m yty Nottingham, Greengrocer. Pet March 1. 
ate ‘Hclyhend a att. Desensaber. beh Fob'se Llangefai, March 
Jones, Hugh, Holyhead. r el le 5 
14at ny Williams, Beaumaris. 
Jones, Hy, Molden” Flint, Beer Retailer, Pet Feb 28, St Asaph, 
March 8 at 10. Roberts, St Asaph. 
Jaby, W Wm. Prisoner for Debt, Ipswich. Adj Feb 19. Framlingham, 
8atil. Shafto, Framlingham. 
Kendrick, Sohn, Birm, cut of business. Pet March!. Birm, March 
Mt. at > Rag Birm. 
, Lpool, < Victualler. Pet March 1, Lpool 
wey Tb ak a Beat, L 
sar Sg a es Manch, Mehinist. Pet Feb 11. Manch, March 25 at 
1. Le 
MoMillan, Jas, Breer Stafford, Grocer. Pet Feb 18, Stourbridge, 
Metareh 18 at 10. Maltby, Stourbridge. 
Meddes, Anthony, wee § Wearmouth, Durham, Grocer. Pet Feb 26, 
Durham, March 19 at 2. Bell, Su nderland. 
Moor, John, Penrith, Cumberland, Joiner. Pet Feb 28, Penrith, 
March 16 at 10. James, Penrith. 
Moore, Hugh hago Manch, oo Traveller. Pet Feb 28, 
Salford, March 16 at 9.30. Rylance, M 
Paley, ee ed bag wea 4 » York, Senper. Pet March 2. Leeds, 
- Naylor, 
Perkins, Hy, Walsall, Stafford, ‘Licensed Victualler. Pet March 2. 
Walsall, March 20 at 12, Glover, Wi 
Ponton, Jas Batt, Ellesmere, Salop, Schoolmaster. Pet March 2. Birm, 
March 27 at 12. Ponton, Ellesmere, 
Price, Edwd, Hereford, Tebasconiat.” Pet Feb 27. Hereford, March 
19at 10. Garrold & Mead lows, Hereford, 
Robinson, John, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Farmer. Pet March 2. Bris- 
tol, March 16 at 11. Bevan, Bristol. 
Rogers, John, Bridgwater, Somerset, Me sore Lg Feb 28, Bridg- 
water, March 20 at 10. Reed & Cook, Bridgwa: 
ag gh Longton, Stafford, Potter. Pet March 1, " stoke-upon-Trent, 
22 at 10. Tomkinson, Burslem. 
nn ne Chas Philip, Cheltenham, boat mag Solicitor. Pet Feb 28. 
“ey March I5at1l. Press & Inskip, B 1. 
rd, Edwin, Exeter, Builder. Pet Match L Exeter, March 20 at 
art Clarke, Exeter. 
Stewart, Chas, Bradford, York, out of business. Pet Feb 28. Brad- 
ford, March 15 at 9.45. Hutchinson, Bradford. 
Stoker, Robt, Bilborough, York, Butcher. Pet Feb 28, Tadcaster, 
March 18 at 3.30. Walker, Leeds. 
Swindells, John, Salford, Lancaster, Straw Dealer. Pet Feb 28. Manch, 
March 19 at 11. Atherton, Manch 
a hy Wm North, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Feb 21. Leeds, March 
at JI. 
Syddall, Thos, Ince, Lancaster, Colliery Fireman. Pet Feb 28, Wigan, 
March 28 at 9. France. 
Taylor, Geo, Northallerton, York, Farm Labourer. Pet Feb 27. North- 
allerton, March 15 at 11. Mason, York. 
Taylor, John Seeming, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Plasterer. Adj 
‘eb 20. Ulverston, March I! at 10. Jackson, Ulverston 
Thomas, John, Gwennap, Cornwall, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 28. Redruth, 
March 26 at il. Trevana, Redruth. 
Towler, Geo, Spaldington, York, Farmer, Pet March 2, Leeds. 
March 20 at 12. Simpson, Malton. 
Westell, Benj, Accrington, Lancaster, Wheelwright. Pet Feb 27. 
Haslingden, April5at ll. Swift, Blackburn 
ee. Geo, Prisoner for Debt, York. ‘Adj 1 Feb 21. Leeds, March 
a 
s, Lewis, Hay, Brecon, Coal Agent. Pet Feb27. Hay, March 
15 at 11.30. Games, Hay. 
Williams, Jane, Llangermew, Denbigh, Widow. Pet March7. Llan- 
twst, March 7 at 12. Lowis, Ruthin. 
Williams, Thos, Bedwas, Monmouth, Tailor. Pet Feb 26. Newport, 
March 18 at 2. Harris, Tredegar, 
ee John, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Feb 21. Leeds, March 
lat 
Woolgar, Jas, Chichester, Sussex, Bootmaker. Pet Feb 28, Chiches- 
ter, March 20 at 11. White, Portsea. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tuxspay, March 5, 1867, 
®utcher, Geo, & abu Jas Butcher, York-rd, King’s-cross, Coal 
Merchants. March 4 
Lace, Joshua Fletcher, & Leonard Addison, Lpool, Printers. Jan 31. 


— 


— 


rice 21s., 


TREATISE” on re COMPANIES’ ACT, 1862, 
with Special Reference to Winding-up, for the purposes of Re- 
construction or Amalgamation, with Forms and Precedents. Con- 
Tents :—Part. I.—The life of a limited company. Part 1I.—The Com- 
panies Act, 1862, with ney notes, and cases decided thereon; the 
of the Court of Chancery in winding-up ; i the rules of the a 
ay Court in appeals under the Act. Part Ifl.—Precedents of special 
objects in memoranda of association; precedenis of general form of 
articles of association; precedents of special clauses in articles of asso- 
ciation, &c., &c, By G. LATHOM BROWNE, " ths Middle Temple, 
Barrister-at-Law 
Stevens & Harnzs, Law Booksellers and Publishers, 11, Bell-yard, 
Temple-bar. 





Just published, price 22s., 
fNVHE ELEMENTS of the DAW of CONTRACTS, 
By STEPHEN MARTIN LEAKE, of the Middle Temple, Bare 
rister-at-Law. 
in the Press, THIRD EDITION of 
Paes of FLBADINGS. . By EDWARD 
BULLEN and STEPHEN MARTIN LEAK 
Stevens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard, Lincsin’s-tas. 


This day is published, in 8vo., part 1, price 16s., cloth. 


NORMS and PRECEDENTS of PLEADINGS and 
PROCEEDINGS in the HIGH COURT of CHANCERY, with 
Practical Notes and Observations and References to the fourth edition 
of Daniell’s yew! Practice, and incorporating the forms in Braith- 
waite’s Record and Writ Practice. By LEONARD FIELD and ED- 
WARD CLENNELL DUNN, Barristers-at-Law,and JOHN BIDDLE, 

of the Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

London : Stevens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard. 








USEFUL LIBRARY.—New Volume, in fep. 8vo., cloth boards, Is.: 
or by post, Is. 2d., 


HANDY-BOOK of the LAW of LONDON 

CABS and OMNIBUSES. By WILLIAM THOMAS CHARLEY, 
B.A., of the Inner Temple, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. The object of the 
author has been to supp! those who ride in cabs or omnibuses, and 
also the proprietors, the drivers, and the conductors of these public 
vehicles, with a condensed summary of the laws and regulations on 
which their mutual rights and liabilities depend. 


GeorGe Rovttence & Sons, the Broadway, Ludgate-hill. 


Just published, Second Edition, price 33. 
HE LAW OF TRADE MARKS, with some 


account of its History and Development in the Decisions of the 
Courts of Law and Equity. By EDWARD LLOYD, Esq., of Lincoln’s, 
inn, Barrister-at-Law, London. 

“Tam indebted to the very valuable little publication of Mr. Lloyd 
who has collected all the authorities on this subject.”—V. C. Woop, in 
McAndrew v. Bassett, March 4. ; 

London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


RIVATE INQUIRY OFFICE, No. 2, Southamp- 

ton-buildings, Holborn. Mr. BENTLEY, late Sheriffs’ Officer, 
having had upwards of 20 years’ experience, has opened the above office 
for pare yon of making inquiries of a private nature. All matters 
connected with the Divorce and other Law Courts attended to with 
secrecy and despatch. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 

ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver, Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King's. 











Sea: Bore” £8. CG’ Sue 
Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Oandl1 is 0 280 300 
Dessert ditto .......000.. 1 0 Oand!l lO 0 115 @ 
Table Spoons .....sseeeee 110 0 


Dessert ditto .....ese00.. 1 0 Oand1 10 0 11 0 
Tea Spoons ..essseesseeee O12 QandO 18 0 136 
Every Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for- 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 





; ne 


RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
87, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
ls for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
its, or other adequate securities. 
Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 





PrurosaL ron Loan on Morteaces. 
Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 
Amount required £ 


Time and mode of repayment (i. ¢,, whether for a term certain, ar by 
annual or other payments tay fe : 


Becurity (state shortly the perenne of security, and, if land or build- 
» State the net annual income. 


Office in connexion with the security. 
By order of the Board, 





LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 83. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 503.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d.to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tear 
6s, 6d, set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. «he set. T _, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d. A set of Kitchen 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’ s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 saab. 
Ivory Table Knives, 148., 16s., and 18s, per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks, $s, 9d . and 12s. ; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and f0s, All war- 


wt the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


er rail, 
, RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 





F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


Opposite Somerset Housa, 
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Che Imperial Land Company of Marseilles, Armiter, 








At the First Ordinary General Meeting of the Shareholders of this Company, numerously attended, held at Exeter 
Hall, on Thursday, 28th February, 1867, at Twelve o’clock, noon, ALBERT GRANT, Esq., M.P., in the Chair. 
The Chairman having entered at length into the position and prospects of the Company, 


It was proposed, seconded, and carried unanimously :— 


“That the Balance Sheet and Report issued be and are hereby approved, confirmed, and adopted.” 


It was proposed, seconded, and carried unanimously :— 


“* That EWEN EVERSHED, Esq., 
OCTAVIUS OMMANNEY, Esq., 


FREDERICK MAYNARD, Esea.. 
A. SLATER, Esg., 


‘* be and are hereby re-elected Auditors for the current year.” 


It was proposed, seconded, and carried unanimously :— 


‘‘That the best thanks of the Meeting are due and are hereby given to the Directors for their services during the 


past year.” 


It was proposed, seconded, and carried unanimously, with acclamation :—~ : ; 
‘‘ That the hearty thanks of this Meeting be and are duly tendered to the Chairman for his able conduct in the 


chair this day. 
10, St. Swithin’s-lane, London, 
1st March, 1867. 


By Order, 
GEO. M. BRIGHT, Secretary. 





pera T LIFE OFFICE, No. 50, REGENT- 
STREET, LONDON, W. 


EsTaBLisHep 1806. 


Invested Capital, £1,663,919. 
Annual Income, £203,438, 
Bonusses Declared, £1,451,157. 
Ciaims Paid since the Establishment of the Office, £3,908,452, 


President, 
Tae Ricut HonounaBie Ear. GRer. 


The Profits (subject to a trifling deduction) are divided among the Insured. 


Examples of Bonuses added to Policies issued by 
THE PROVIDENT LIFE OFFICE. 





No.of Dateof| Annual Sum | Araount with 
| Policy. Policy.| Premium. Insured. Bonus additions. 





£8. 4 
1823 | 194 15 10 
1821 165 
| 


10,632 14 2 
; .! | 4 

| 4.937 | 1824 | 205 13 

j 


10,164 19 0 
9,637 2 2 
1825 157 1 
1816 122 13 
1821 , 4915 


1808 | (29 18 2,327 13 5 





‘ 





Isecraxces may be effected in any part of the kingdom by a letter 
addressed to “ The Secretary,” No. 50, Regent-street, London, W. 


Commiseton.—The usual Professional C ission of 10 per Cent. npon 
the First Premiam, and 5 per Cent. upon Renewals, is allowed to So- 
licitors and others, and continued to be paid to the party introducing 
the Assurance. 








———— 


’ enamel TY FIRE OFFICE, No. 50, REGENT- 
STREET, and No. 14, CORNHILL, LONDON. 

EsTABLIsHED 1806. 

CariTAL, £700,000. 
Returns paid to Insured, £287,223. Claims paid since the Establish- 

ment of the Office, £1,348,975. 
TRUSTEES AND DIRECTORS. 

The Hon. Arthur Kinnaird, M.P. 
Sir Richard D. King, Bart. 
Sir G. E. Welby Gregory, Bart. 
Samuel Veasey, Esq. 


Henry B, Churchill, Esq. 
Richard Dawson, Esq. 
The Rev. Humphrey W. Sibthorp, 
Frederick Squire, Esq. 
&c., &e., &e. 
Mawacineo Directror.—John A. Beaumont, Esq. 
The Rates of Premium charged by the County Fire Office are upon the 
lowest scale consistent with security to the Insured, 
All Losses are settled with promptitude and liberatity, 
When a Policy has existed Seven Years, a Retuan of 25 per cent. on 
one-fourth of the Premiums paid, is declared upon such Policies, 
The Return thus paid at the present time amount to £297,842. 
The following Table contains the Names of some of the Policy Holders 
who have participated in these Returns :— 





Policy No. | Name and Residence of Insured. 





' 
{ 
} 


SOT 1. We Ba MANET, UUs 0 vatendent denconaresocteee 
Messrs. Broadwood, Golden-square ....,..006 
W. T. Copeland, Esq., New Bond-street .... 
Major-General Vyse, Stoke-place, Slough.... 
Peter Thompson, Esq., Frith-street, Soho.... 
Sir James J. Hamilton, Bart., Portman-square 
| John Amor, Esq., New Bond-street ....+e0- 
69,699 Lady Jane Rodd, Wimpole-street ee 
257,954 | The Rt. Hon. Earl Howe, Gopsall Hall, Leices- 
49,024 | The Rev. C. Barter, Sarsden, Oxon , ....++0+ 
350,497 | J. H. Hamilton, Esq. M.P., Abbotstown, Dublin 
81,118 | Edward Thornton, Esq., Princes-street, Han- 
OVEF-BQUATE .oces-coccrecccoces petedea 

















CHARLES STEVENS, Secretary. 
Commisstow.—The usual Commission of 5 per cent. upon New Policies and 
Renewals, is allowed to Solicitors and other Professional Gentlemens 
introducing business to the County Fire Office. 





Y ATES AND 
PRINTERS, 
7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 


Parliamentary Bilis, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and | 
Association, 


Ardcles of , Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 
Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 


Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all | 


General Printing 


| > Seed OF 
¥OR CAbH, 46. Gd, PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tian has hitherto been offered by the Trade, 
Paice w rer to Account, 

19 Comes. 20 Cohen. 20 Coyhes. 

6 PAB corsrre ht 26. 08. £2 8,64. £2 4s, 64. 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 

Law, Pauisamentany, axp GuxenaL Painters, 

7,%,9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, B.C, 





 Coples, 
£2 6s. 64, 


ALEXANDER, 


COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, | 


O SOLICITORS.—OFFICE FOR PATENTS, 
1, SERLE-STREET, LINCOLN’S-INN, W.C. 
Messrs. Davies & Hunt procure British and Foreign Patents, &¢., at 
most moderate charges, and to solicitors at agency rates. ¥ 
Solicitors and intending Patentees should obtain their “ Handbook 
for Inventors,’’ gratis on application or by letter. 


BY ROYAL COMMAND, 
METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN. 
OSEPH GILLOTT respectfully directs the atten- 
@J tion of the Commercial Public, and of all who use Steel Pens, to 
the incomparable excellence of his productions, which for Quality 
Material, Easy Action, and Great Durability, will ensure universal pre- 
ference, 
They can be obtained, retail, of every dealer in the world; wholesale 
at the Works, Graham-street, Birmingham ; 91, John-street, New York, 


es 





| wd at 37, Gracechurch-street, London, 





Just published, price 10s, 6d, 
SUCCINCT TREATISE ON THE COPYHOLD 


ACTS. The practical working and effect thereof, and the mode 


| of procedure under the same for effecting enfranchisement. By JAMES- 
| CUDDON, of the Middle Temple, Harrister-at:- Law. 


London: Stevens & Sons, Bell-yard, 


2 _ £8723 S2Pee 22 ese. 
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Glerical, Medical, & General Hite Assurance Society. 






















Directors. 


Chairman.—Ricut Hox. JOHN ROBERT MOWBRAY, M.P. 


WILLIAM BOWMAN, Esa., V.P.R.S. 
Deguty-Cinirmen { Sm CHARLES LUCOCK, Banr., F.R.S. 


LIONEL S. BEALE, M.B., F.R.S. ARTHUR FARRE, M.D., F.R.S. 

PATRICK BLACK, M.D. JAMES HUNT HOLLEY, Ese. 

How. WILLIAM BRODRICK. Prorrssorn HUMPHRY, M.D., F.R.S. 
* Rev. ALFRED BUTLER CLOUGH, M.A. Rev. JOHN EDWARD KEMPE, M.A. 

JOHN CORBET, Esa. GERARD W. LYDEKKER, Ese. 

Rev. THOMAS DALE, M.A. JAMES PAGET, Esoa., F.R.S. 

CHARLES M. DEANE, Esa. GEORGE H. PINCKARD, Ese. 

Actuary and Secretar Assistant Actuary. 







GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Ese. BENJAMIN NEWBATT, Ese. 











QUINQUENNIAL BONUS MEETING, 1867. 




































An Extraordinary General Meeting of the Proprietors and Assured in this Society was held at the Office, 13, St. James’s Square 
London, §.W., on Thursday, the 3rd January last, for the purpose of declaring the EIGHTH BONUS, when the following 
statements, among others, were made by the Directors :— 


1—PROGRESS OF THE SOCIETY IN THE BONUS PERIOD. 

“To the successful progress of the Society during this period, the following facts bear ample testimony : — ‘ 

The new Assurances, which were purely English, were for a total sum of £1,518,181, producing Premiums amounting to 
£50,497 annually, of which sums the former exceeds by £31,811, and the latter by £2,392, the curresponding items of the 

revious five years, although these constituted the largest amount of new business transacted in any like period. 

The Income, notwithstanding a reduction in the premiums in lieu of bonus additions of over £5,600 per annum, rose from 
£195,400 on the 30th June, 1861, to £215,237 on the 30th June, 1866, being an increase of nearly £20,000 per annum. 

The Assurance Fund, which, in 1861, was £1,422,191, reached £1,619,539 in 1866, showing an increase, after payment of 
£85,303 on account of bonus at the last division, of £197,348. 

The Interest yielded during the whole period on all the Society’s property, invested and uninvested, was on the average 
£4 1s. 9d. per cent., being somewhat in excess of that realized during the previous five years. The aang invested 
yielded, on the 30th June, 1866, £4 4s. per cent., a rate of interest that will be deemed highly satisfactory when the 
unimpeachable character of the securities is taken into account.” 


2.—FINANCIAL POSITION OF THE SOCIETY ON JUNE 30th, 1866. 
“Tt will be seen, on reference to the annexed statement of Assets and Liabilities, that, after deducting the proprietors’ capital of 
? 


The Assets on the 30th June last were ......cececcccccecccscceceves eees 1,619,589 14 8 
And the Liabilities to the same date ........ iuhclede Gores ccenebeeteecns - 1,843,708 19 2 





Leaving a Surplus of...... ey oedeenes eoncences A genqec sees £275,830 15 6 


Deducting from this surplus the sum of £50,000 required by the Society*s special Act of Parliament to be set aside as a permanent 
reserve fund, there remains available for Division the sum of £225,830 lds. 6d., of which the Directors recommend the distribution 
of £225,000, being the nearest amount convenient for that purpose.”’ 


38.—RESULTS OF THE DIVISION. 

“Of the sum to be apportioned, it is known that one-sixth, or £37,500 falls te the Proprietors. The remaining five-sixths, or 

£187,500 fall the to Assured, yielding a reversionary addition to the Policies of £272,682, in which sum every Policy on the partici- 

he of Premium, existing on the 30th June last, will share in proportion to its contributions to the funds of the Society since 

ivision. 

his reversionary bonus will average nearly 45 per cent., or vary, with the different ages, from 32 to 85 per cent. on the Premiums 
‘Teeeived in the quinquennial period on all the Policies among which it will be distributed, whilst its equivalent value in cash will 
average over 26 per cent. of the like payments. 

he high per centage again exhibited by the cash bonus induces the Directors to draw more marked attention than they have 
hitherto one to its real character and bonelit. Of every £100 paid as Premiums by a participating policyholder, £20 is a marginal 

tion to the net or mathematical Premium of £80 required for the actual risk, and is added, partly for expenses and undetermined 
fluctuations, and partly for the privilege of sharing in the general profits of the office. A return in cash, such as is now offered, 
averaging £26 for every £100 so paid as peg cmp not only refund to the Assured the whole of such marginal addition, but leaves 
tobe received by him a further sum of 26 as his share of profits that have virtually cost him nothing. 

The last statement the Directors think it necessary to make has reference to the number of Policyholders, who, retaining all their 
present right of sharing in future profits, me now relieve themselves of any further payment on account of Premiums, by the sur- 
render in whole or in part of the bonus additions to their policies. This number is 350, in 1862 it was 176. It would have 

larger on this occasion by 194, had not some portion of the bonuses on theso polices been taken in cash or been otherwise 


ropriated. 
iY next Division of Profits will take place in January, 1872, and Porsons who effect New Pelices before the end of June next 
Will be entitled at that Division to one year’s additional share of Profits over later Assurers. 
pectuses, Forms of Proposal, the Report above mentioned, and a detailed account of the proceedings of the Bonus meeting, 
‘an be obtained from any of the Society's Agents; or of 
GEORGE CUTCLIFFR, Actvary AND Secretary, 


18, St. James's Square, Londen, SW. 
COMMISSION, 


10 per cent. on the first premium, and 5 pet cent, on renewals, is allowed to Solicitors, The Commission will be con- 
ued to the Person introducing the Assurance, without reference to the chaunel through which the Premiums may be paid. 
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NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF ENGLAND, 


BISHOPSGATE STREET, corner of THREADNEEDLE STREET. 





The Directors beg to give notice, that the following BRANCHES of this Establishment are NOW OPEN for the 


transaction of Banking Business:— 


St. James’s Branch, at No. 14, Waterloo Place, Pall Mall. 


Marylebone Branch, at No. 28, Baker Street. 


Islington Branch, at No. 173, Upper Street. 


A. ROBERTSON, - 
E. ATKINSON. } Joint General Managers, 





NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF ENGLAND 


(ESTABLISHED IN- THE YEAR 18388). 


OPENED for the transaction of Banking Business in LONDON, on the 10th JANUARY, 1866, at the 
Heap OrriceE, BISHOPSGATE STREET, Corner or THREADNEEDLE | ae 





SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £2,100,000. 


PAID-UP CAPITAL, £1,080,000. 
NUMBER OF SHAREHOLDERS 


RESERVED FUND, £236,012 4s 
ere Ce a cee! 





THE NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF ENGLAND 
Having numerous branches in England and Wales, as well as agents and correspondents at home and abroad, affords great 
facilities to parties transacting banking business with it in London. 
Customers keeping accounts with the Bank in town may have moneys paid to their credit at its various Branches, and 


remitted free of cha 
CURRE 


re. 
NT ACCOUNTS are conducted at the Head Office and London Branches on the usual terms of London 


anks. 
DEPOSITS at INTEREST are received of sums ot £10 and upwards, for which receipts are granted, called 
Deposit Receipts, and Interest is allowed according to the value of money, from time to time, as advertised by the 


Bank in the Ni 


ewspapers. 
The AGENCY of COUNTRY and FOREIGN BANKS, whether joint-stock or private, is undertaken. 
PURCHASES and SALES are effected in all British and Foreign Stocks; and Dividends, Annuities, &c., received for 


Castomers. 


CIRCULAR NOTES are now ready for issue and can be obtained on application. 


The OFFICERS of the BANK are bound to sec ag rT 
COPIES of the 33rd ANNUAL REPORT of the Bank, 
be hadon application at the Head Office, and at the Branches. 


ards the transactions of its Customers, 


ts of Shareholders, Branches, Agents, and Correspondents, may 


By order of the Directors 


A. ROBERTSON, 


E. ATKINSON, Joint General Managers, 





| ial REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, 10, LANCASTER-PLACE, STRAND, 
Established 1835. Capital £500,000, 
DIRECTORS. 
Francis Bennett Goldney, Esq. 
Chas. Richard Harford, jun., Esq. 
Henry Pigeon, Esq. 


Daniel Smith Bockett, Esq. 
Major C. L. Boileau. 
Lieut.-Colonel Chase. 
William Henry Cole, Esq. Henry Roberts, Esq. 

Thomas Curtis, Esq. George Roots, Esq. 
Auditors—Charies Armstrong, Esq.; William Richard Bingley, Esq.; 
Alfred Langdale, Esq. 

Solicitors—Messrs. Clayton & Sons, 
Bankers—Messrs. Coutts & Co. 
Actuary—F. Hendriks, Esq. 
This Society purchases reversionary property, life interests, and life 
policies of assurance, and grants loans on these securities. 
Forms of proposal msy be obtained at the office, 
F. $8. CLAYTON, Joint 
C. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries, 





or Contingent Keversious, Life Interests, and Policies ef Assurance on 


Lires. 
Office—No. 63, Old Broad-street, London, E.C. 
Jous Peusezton Herwoop, Esq., Chairman, 

Epwix Waap Scapoisc, Esq., Deputy-Chairman. 
Solicitors—Messra. liffe, Russell, and Wiffe, Bedford-row. 
Actaary—Lobert Tucker, Esq., the Pelican Life Assurance Company. 

Yorms for submitting proposals for sale may be obtained at the offices 
of the company. G. A, RENDALL, Secretary. 
CCIDENTS WILL HAPPEN, 
Everyone should therefore provide against them ! 
£1000 1 cass or Deatn, on £6 rvn Ween waite Lat or sx Inavar 
CAUSED BY 


ACCIDENT OF ANY KIND, 

May be secured by an Annual Payment of from £3 to £6 5s. to the 
RAILWAY PASSENGERS ASSURANCE COMPANY 
The oldest established Company in the World insuring against 
ACCIDERTS OF EVELY DESCKIPTION, 


ee 


64, Commute, avn 10, Reoext Sraurr, Loxpow, 
WILLIAM J, VIAN, Secretary. 





} 18s. per doz, 





WENTY THOUSAND POUNDS to be advanced 
on application, in sums of £100 and upwards by the 
PLANET PERMANENT BUILDING AND INVESTMENT SOCIETY. 
Upon mortgage of House Property situate in any part of the 
United Kingdom, 
Monthly Repayments, including principal and interest, for each £100 
advanced (less a small premium) :— ‘ 








£s, 4. £s, d, £s. 4, 
1110 019 2 017 0 





Redemption at any time by payment of balance of principal due. 
Established by Act of Parliament nineteen years, 
Annual business exceeds £300,000. 


EDMUND W. RICHARDSON, Secretary. 
Offices, 39, City-road, London. 





MENT COMPANY (instituted 1837), for the Purchase of Absolute | 


— Extension to Foundation Schools.— Additions in 1865 at the rate 
of 12 per cent. per annum. CHARLES M'‘CABE, Sec. 
24, Suffolk-street, London, S.W. 





/ATOTICE of REMOVAL.—NORWICH UNION 


FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE SOCIETIES.—The Business of 
these Societies is now Removed to their New Offices, No, 50, 
street, E.C., late the Offices of the Amicable Society. 


TARRAGONES. 
BOTTLES AND CASES INCLUDED. 
Post Orders on Vere Street. 
CHARLES WARD AND SON 
WINE MERCHANTS, 
MAYFAIR, W., LONDON. 


TARRAGONES. por doz. 18s. 
T° SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 





18s, per dcz, per doz. 18s. 





will find the best-made article lower than any other house, Lists 


of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free, 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
Established nearly 60 years. Ordors above £2 sent carriage free. 


EF SPSPrcrestes s2Sesen 








a ea 


' PHILIP PATTON BLYTH, Esq. 
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LONDON AND COUNTY BANKING COMPANY, 


ESTABLISHED 1836. 





SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £1,875,000, IN 37,500 SHARES OF £50 EACH. 
PAID-UP CAPITAL, £750,000, RESERVE FOND, £250,000, 


DIRECTORS. 


NATHANIEL ALEXANDER, Esq. 
JOHN EDMUND ANDERDON, Esq. 
THOS. TYRINGHAM BERNARD, Esq. 





P. P. BLYTH, Esq. 


JOHN WILLIAM BURMESTER, Esq. 
H. C. E. CHILDERS, Esq., M.P. 
COLES CHILD, Esq. 


Trustees. 
J. W. BURMESTER, Esq. 


JOHN FLEMING, Esq. 

FREDERICK HARRISON, Esq. 

WILLIAM CHAMPION JONES, Esq 
| | WILLIAM NICOL, Esq. 


W. CHAMPION JONES, Esq. 


Auditors. 


WILLIAM NORMAN, Esq. 


General 


RICHARD H. SWAINE, Esq. 


WILLIAM McKEWAN, Esq. 


Chief Inspector. | 

W. J. NORFOLK, Esq. 
ctors of Branches. 

H. J, LEMON, Esq., and C. SHERRING, Esq. 


Assistant General 
WILLIAM HOWARD, Esq. 


| Chief Accountant 
JAMES GRAY, Esq. 


| licitors. 
Messrs. WILKINSON & Co. 


Secretary. 
F. CLAPPISON, Esq. 





HEAD OFFICE, 21, LomBarp STREET. 
HOLBORN BRANCH, 324 and 325, High Holborn. 





THE LONDON AND COUNTY BANK OPENS DRAWING ACCOUNTS with Commercial Houses and Private Individuals, either upon the 
‘plan usually adopted by other Bankers, or by charging a small Commission to those persons to whom it may not be convenient to sustain an agreed 


nent balance. 


DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS.—Deposit Receipts are issued for sams of Money placed on these Accounts, and Interest is allowed for such periods and 


at such rates as may be 


nce being had to the state of the Money Market. 


agreed upon, refere 
CIRCULAR NOTES AND LETTERS OF CREDIT are issued, payable in the principal Cities and Towns of the Continent, in Austratia, Canada, 


, and China, the United States, and elsewhere. 


HE PURCHASE AND SALE OF GOVERNMENT and other STOCKS, of English or Foreign Shares, effected, and the Dividends, Annuities, 


&c., received for Customers of the Bank. 


GREAT FACILITIES are also afforded to the Customers of the Bank for the Receipt of Money from the Towns where the Company has 


Branches. 
THE OFFICERS OF THE BANK are bound not to disclose the transactions of any of its Customers. 


By Order of the Directors, 
W. M‘KEWAN, General Manager 





The Profession may save Six Shillings in the Pound by Purchasing 
their Orrice Papers at 


pA RTRIDGE & qonees _ PARTRIDGE & 


WHOLESALE STATIONERS, ACCOUNT BOOK MAKERS, 


AND 
DEALERS IN PARCHMENT, 

192, Fleet-street, corner of Chancery-!ane, London, E.C. 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s, 
Partripce & Cooper, as well as being bona fide Manufacturers of 

many of the best qualities of Writing Papers, are the Sole Agents in Lon- 
don for some of the Largest Paper Makers in the Kingdom, therefore beg 
toimpress upon their patrons the advantages they are enabled to offer 
them (unattainable by other houses)—viz., supplying the public with 
“papers direct from the mills” at one profit only—being at least 30 per 
cent. under the usual reTalL charges—as the intermediate profit is saved 
tothe purchaser. 


Daarr Paper, €s., 7s., 78. 9d., and 93, 6d, per ream. 

Bairr Paper, 17s. 6d. and 23s, 6d. per ream. 

Footscar Paper, 10s. 6d., 13s. 6d., and 18s. 6d, per ream. 

Cagam Larp Nore, 3s., 4s., and 5s. per ream. 

Lance Cream Lain Nors, 4s., 6s., and 7s. 6d. per ream. 

Lance Buus Nore, 3s., 4s., and 6s. per ream , — 

Envei.oprs—CreaM, Biuz, or Burr, 2s. 9d., 33. 64., and 4s. 6a. per 1000. 

FootscaP OrriciAL ENVELOPES, Is, Yd. per 100, or 15s. 6d. per 1000. 
TGs, BRowns, CantairpGe£a, TAPss, Prracers, Runners, &c, 


Letter Corrine Press, 23s. 6d,; Good Mahogany Stand for ditto, 203s, 


Parchment, best Quality. 
Iypextuns Sxtns, Printed and Machine-ruled to hold twenty or thirty 
folios, 1s, 8d. each, 20s. per dozen, or 95s. per roll, 
ops Fottowens, Ruled, Is, 6d. each, 17s. per dozen, or 8Ce, 
per roll, 
Racorps or Memontars, 6d, each, 5s. 6d. per dozen, or 25s. per roll. 


Lypcens, Day-nooxs. Casu-nooks, Lerrga or Minvutr-Booxs, an im- 
Mense stock in various bindings, 

Ay Ittusraatep Paice List of Inkstands, Postage Scales, Writing- 

Cases, Despatch Boxes, Oak and Walnut Stationery Cabinets, and other 

Useful articles adapted for Library or Oflice, post free, 


PARTRIDGE & CUOPER, 192, Flvet-stroet, E.C, 


‘HE SMOKER’S BONBON effectually removes 

tho Taste and Sme!l of Tobacco from the Mouth ani Breath, and 

Tenders Smoking agreeable and safe. It is very pleasant and wholesome. 

red by a Bo rocess, from the recipe of an eminont physician, 

4 "sarc & Oo, premio ee nee yy Centon. 
ny an ling cs an stamps,— 

Chemists, ‘obacconists, &e, dis : “ ; 


THE COMPANIES ACT, 1862. 


| Apes requisite under the above Act supplied on 
the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION weet, rinted 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHA CER- 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed and 
executed. No charge for sketches, 
Companies Fee Stamps. 
ASH & FLINT, 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fieet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


HAT IS YOUR CREST AND MOTTO ?— 
Send name and county to Culleton’s Heraldic Office, with 3s. 6d. 

for plain sketch; in heraldic coleurs, 6s, The arms of man and wife 
blended, The proper colours for servants’ livery. F: 
traced. Culleton’s book of family crests and mottoes, 4,000 engra 
printed in colours, £10 10s. The Manual of Heraldry, 400 engravings, 
3s. 6d. ; crest engraved on seals, rings, and dies, 7s. 6d.; book plate 
engraved with arms, 2!s.—T. Cottaros, Genealogist, Cranbourne- 
street, corner of St. Martin’s-lane. 


= EMBOSSING PRESSES, 21s., for 
Stamping Paper with Crest, Monogram, or Address. Anyone can 
use them.—25, Cranbourne-street. 


OOK-PLATES Engraved with Arms and Crest, 21s. 

Livery-button Dies, 2 gs, Crest on silver spoons or forks, 5s. per 

dozen ; Crest on seals or stcel dies, 7s. 6d. Desk Seals with engraved 
crest or monogram, 12s.—I, Cuttsron, 25, Cranbourne-street. 


QUIRE OF PAPER, 3s., Stamped with Monogram ; 
5 100 Envelopes, Is. 6d. No charge for engraving Steel Die with 
Monogram, Crest, or Address, if an order be given for a Ream of very 
best paper and 500 Envelopes, all Stamped, for 2is., or P.O. order, 
Monograms designed, }s,—25, Cranvourne-stre t. 


ULLETON'S VISITING CARD.—A copper ple 
engraved and 50 superfine Cards printed for 2s, ; post ow. 
—25, Cranbourne-street, 
NULLETON’S PLATES for MARKING LINEN, 
The most permanent way of marking Linen with Crest, Monogram, 
or Name, Anyone can use them, Initial Plate, Is; Name Plate, 2s, 6a. 5 
Set of Moveable Numbers, 2s. 6d. ; Crest, 5s,; with directions, post-free 
for cash or stamps, By T. Cunuxron, Seal Engraver te her Majesty and 
Diesinkor to the Board of Trade, 25, Cranbourne-street (corner of St. 
| Martin's-lane), W.C, 
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HE NEW NANTYMWYN MINING EXTEN- 
SION COMPANY (LIMITED), 


Incorporated under “‘ The Companies’ Act, 1862.” whereby the liability 
of each Shareholder is limited to the amount of his Shares, 


CAPITAL £50,000, 
In 50,000 Snares or £1 Eacu, 
5s. Deposit on application, and 5s. per Share on Allotment. 
No call will be made for six months, and it is probable, from the pros- 
pects, with the assistance of the ore money, that no further Capital will 
be required. 


Digecrors : 


Major R. E, F. Cravrurp, late Royal Artillery, 27, Oakley-square, 
Brompton, London. 

Francis Wi1t1am Stone, Esq., late H.E.I.C.S. 15, Royal Avenue-terrace 
Chelsea, and 6, Prospect-place, Hastings. 

‘Henry O’Matter, Esq., Barrister, 23, Sidney-street, Brompton, and 
Kilbogne House, Mayo, Ireland. 

Cnristorner Ricsye A'Huuty, Esq., 137, Cambridge-street, South 
Belgravia, London. 

oe CuintTon Cooper, Esq., 78, Gloucester-street, South Belgravia, 

ondon. 

Francis Joserh StocomBe Lester, Esq., Wellington-road, Gravesend 

Kent, and Goodwood-road, New Southsea, Hants. 
(With power to add.) 


BANKERS: 

The Norts anp Sours Wates Bank, WELSHPOOL. 
Messrs. Jones’s BANK, LLANDOVEREY, 
MANAGER AT THE MINES: 

Capt. R. Rowse, Mining Engineer. 
SECRETARY: 

WittiaM Henry Happen, Esq. 
REGISTERRD OFFICES: 

5, Baravia Buripines, Hackins Hey, Liverpoor. 


ABRIDGED PROSPECTUS. 

The object of the Company is to acquire three valuable mining proper- 
ties in Carmarthenshire, that is to say, New Nantymwyn, Gilfach and 
Glan-Towy. 

New Nantymwyn is a continuation westward of the celebrated 
Nantymwyn Mines, These Mines have been worked to immense profit 
for centuries, and appear to be perfectly inexhaustable. Some idea may 
be formed of the great value of these Lodes from the fact that they 
occupy a channel of 180 feet in width, consisting of six divisions or lodes, 

.and that a sink on one of them is now yielding eighteen tons of rich 
quality ore, worth upwards of £200 per fathom for Lead. 

2ndly. The Gilfach property consists of a Lead Mine, worked to some 
extentand furnished with water machinery, in which a discovery of 
Lead Ore has been made by an Adit. It is proposed by the Company to 

~extend the shaft downwards on this course of ore, as well as to explore 
another discovery of ore in the seet on the Lady Eliza No. 2 Lode, where 
there is a good back of ore ground cropping up to and extending a con- 
siderable length along the surface. 

3rdly. Glan-Towy is an old Lead Mine. Shafts, which have yielded 
“Lead Ore in some quantity, exist on the top of the hill, and the present 
Company propose to drive on Adit to prove the value of the Lode under 
the old sinks. 

Plans taken from the ordnance survey, showing the exact position of 
the Lodes, together with ground plans of the estate sections of the Mines, 
and reports by skilful mining engineers, are appended, and will be for- 
warded on application to the Secretary. Specimens ofthe ore may 
seen at the Company’s Offices. 

Taking into consideration the position of the Mines, the highly favour- 
able prospects, and the return of ore being immediately available, the 
Directors feel.confident that, with the outlay proposed, profits equal to 
the adjoining mines will be participated in by the Shareholders. 

Applications for Shares, to beaccompanied with the deposit of 5s. per 
Share, may be made to the Secretary, at the Offices of the Company, or 

~$ 0 the Bankers. 


FORM OF APPLICATION FOR SHARES, 


TO THE DJRECTORS OF THE NEW NANTYMWYN MINING EXTENSION COM- 
PANY, LIMITED. 

Gentlemen,— Having paid to your Bankers the sum of £ ,» being a 
A eposit of5s per Share on Shares of the above Company, I hereby 
request that you will allot me that number, and 1 agree to accept such 
Shares, or any less number you may allot to me, and I agree to sign 
the Articles of Association of the Company when required. and I autho- 
Tise you to place my name on the Register of Shareholders for the Shares 
-allotted to me. 

Usual Signature.........ccsseees 
Name in full 

Residence 
Profession 
Date 

















Ba beter is hereby Given, that no application for 
; Shares can be received after Saturday, March 30, 1867. 








sper and AGENCY COMPANY of AUSTRA. 
LASIA (Limited). 

Fourth issue of 12,500 shares of £10 each, of which 6,955 sharés have 
been taken by the existing shareholders, leaving 5,455 shares only 
for allotment to the public. 

Price of issue, £10 10s. per share. 
£6 per share to be paid on Allotment, and £4 10s. per share on 30th 
June next. 
Capital, £500,000. 
Drrecrors. 
William Frederick Baring, Esq., The Grove, Boltons, 
F. A. Bevan, Esq., (Messrs. Barclay, Bevan, Tritton, Twells, and Co.) 
Andrew Bonar, Esq., Pembridge-square. 
Alfred Denison, Esq., Albemarle-street. 
Henry Kingscote, Esq, Eaton- place. 
Hon. Arthur Kinnaird, M.P. (Messrs. Ransom, Bouverie and Co,) 
GENERAL Manacer.—James Hora, Esq. 
Offices—31, St. Swithin’s-lane, London, E.C. 


ABRIDGED PROSPECTUS, 
The Directors are prepared to receive applications for the remaining 
shares of the 4th issue, which will complete the capital of the com- 


any. 
2 Tn i864 the dividends (including bonus) on the capital called up 
rose to 20 per cent. ; in 1865 like dividends and bonus were paid. The 
final distribution for 1866 will be declared in May next, in which 
month the Annual General Meeting is held. 
Allsums paid in advance of calls bear interest at the rate of 6 per 
cent. per annum, in priority of dividend. 
Full prospectus, with forms of application for the remaining shares, 
and copies of the Directort’ Report and audited Accounts, may be had 
on application to the General Manager, at the offices of the company, 


RUST and AGENCY COMPANY of AUSTRA- 
LASIA (Limited). 
Notice.—The Subscrption List will close on Monday, I Ith instant, for 
London applications, and on the day following for those coming from 
the country. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 119, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
HEXY GREEN (many years with the late George 


Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 
of twenty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and 
hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement 
only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. Parlia- 
mentary notices specially ‘considered. 


UGBY CHAMBERS, Great James-street, Bed- 

ford-row.—Chambers comprising eight, five, three, or two rooms, 

en suite, are now to let in this building, which is just completed, Itis 

built and fitted up expressly for first-class professional chambers, and 

will be found suitable for solicitors and others seeking respectable offices 

in this desirable locality, at moderate rentals.—Apply to Mr, Bauman, 
on the premises, 








To Landowners, Trustees, Farmers, Solicitors, and Others. 
ESSRS. YEULETT & SON, Auctioneers, 
Valuers, and Land Surveyors, beg to inform the above they 
continue to make Surveys of Land and Valuations of Estates, Farms, 
&c., with promptitude, guaranteed accuracy, and despatch. Property 
submitted to Auction on moderate terms, which may be kuown on appli- 
cation at their Offices, 13, Walbrook, London, E.C. 


N ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 

MARCH LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES, including landed 
estates, town and country residences, hunting and shooting quarters, 
farms, ground-rents, rent-charges, nouse property, and investments gene- 
rally, may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or by post for one stamp. Particulars for insertion in the April List 
must be received by the 28th March at latest. 


BEES & SCHALLER (removed from Piccadilly.) 
—The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in 1920), of 
ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hunting Quarters, Shoote 
ings and Fishings, Farms, &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at 
their Offices, 25, Charles-stret, St. James’s, S.W., opposite ‘the Junior 
United Service Club. Particulars inserted without charge, but for next 
publication must be forwarded before the 28th of each month. 











Manor House Estate, Strawbery-hill, Iver, Bucks, near Slough and 
Windsor, and about eighteen miles from London. i 
M® JAMES BEAL is instructed by the Proprietor 
to SELL by AUCTION, at the New Auction Mart, Tokenhouse 
Yard, London, on Thursday, the 21st day of March inst., at One (unless 
previously disposed of), a most desirable FREEHOLD RESIDENTIAL 
ESTATE, distinguished as ‘* Manon Hovussg,’’ Strawberry Hill, Iver; and 
comprising a newly-erected FAMILY RESIDENCE, complete in all its 
details for the accommodation of a first-class esteblishment, and sea 
in about Thirty Acres of Park-like LANDS and Pleasure Grounds, 
tastefully laid out, with well stocked walled Garden and Orchard, 
Stabling for seven horses, and other convenient Outbuildings. Piaced 
upon an eminence, pleasing and extensive views are obtained in all 
direetions,the atmosphere is pure and bracing, and the Property in d 
from Messrs. BOTHAMLEYS & FREEMAN, Solicitors, 39, Coleman-street 5 
respects desirable. Particulars and plans, with views, may be obtained 
and from the Auctioneer, at his Offices, 209, Piccadilly, W. 





